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WEDNESDAY, JULY 22, 1953 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D.C. 


The subcommittee met at 9:35 a. m. in the committee room of the 
House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, the Honorable 
William H. Harrison (acting chairman of the subcommittee) 
presiding. 

(H. Con. Res. 108 is as follows :) 


[H. Con. Res. 108, 88d Cong., 1st sess.] 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 


Whereas it is the policy of Congress, as rapidly as possible, to make the Indians 
within the territorial limits of the United States subject to the same laws and 
entitled to the same privileges and responsibilities as are applicable to other 
citizens of the United States, to end their status as wards of the United 
States, and to grant them all of the rights and prerogatives pertaining to 
American citizenship; and 

Whereas the Indians within the territorial limits of the United States should 
assume their full responsibilities as American citizens: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That it 
is declared to be the sense of Congress that, at the earliest possible time, all of 
the Indian tribes and the individual members thereof located within the States 
of California, Florida, Iowa, New York, and Texas, and all of the following- 
named Indian tribes and individual members thereof, should be freed from Fed- 
eral supervision and control and from all disabilities and limitations specially 
applicable to Indians: The Flathead Tribe of Montana, the Klamath Tribe of 
Oregon, the Menominee Tribe of Wisconsin, the Osage Tribe of Oklahoma, the 
Potowatamie Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska, and those members of the Chip- 
pewa Tribe who are on the Turtle Mountain Reservation, North Dakota. It is 
further declared to be the sense of Congress that, upon the release of such 
tribes and individual members thereof from such disabilities and limitations, 
all offices of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in the States of California, Florida, 
Iowa, New York, and Texas and all other offices of the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
whose primary purpose was to serve any Indian tribe or individual Indian freed 
from Federal supervision should be abolished. It is further declared to be the 
sense of Congress that the Secretary of the Interior should examine all existing 
legislation dealing with such Indians, and treaties between the Government of 
the United States and each such tribe, and report to Congress at the earliest 
practicable date, but not later than January 1, 1954, his recommendations for 
such legislation as, in his judgment, may be necessary to accomplish the purposes 
of this resolution. 


Mr. Harrison. The Subcommittee on Indian Affairs will come to 
order. 

I might say at this time that the chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. 
E. Y. Berry, ‘of South Dakota, was unable to be present this morning 
and asked me to take his place at this particular hearing. 


1 
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We have, I believe, a considerable number of witnesses here. We 
want to show them the courtesy they are due. If we cannot finish in 
the time allotted this morning, which will be up to 10 o’clock, we will 
hear the other witnesses at 2 o’clock this afternoon here in this — 

I believe Chairman Miller has a statement he would like to make a 
this time. 

Chairman Mitier. The hearing this morning is in connection with 
legislation objected to on the consent calendar on the question of 
whether certain Indian tribes or sdinideale were competent to handle 
their own affairs. 

Congressman Edmondson, I believe, is here this morning. We had 
promised him yesterday we would have a hearing for the repre- 
sentatives of the Osage Indian Tribe. That is the reason we called 
this meeting early this morning. 

I am sorry if there was any misunderstanding relative to their not 
being heard heretofore. We have had a number of wires from Holly- 
wood, Calif., from members of the Osage Tribe—I presume that they 
live there—asking that they be excluded from the provisions of House 
Concurrent Resolution 108, which goes into whether they are compe- 
tent to run their own affairs. 

There have been a number of newspaper items quoting purported 
representatives of the Osage Tribe as charging that Mr. Harrison and 
I did not keep our word to them. There is absolutely no basis for this 
charge. When we learned from Congressman Edmondson that mem- 
bers of the tribe were here we promised we would give you a hearing. 
Mr. Harrison set the hearing for this morning and has agreed to con- 
tinue it this afternoon at 2 o’clock so that you can all be heard. 

did receive a telephone call from someone on the council of the 
Osage Tribe, asking if he could see the questionnaire. The superin- 
tendent apparently did not feel like pueesing the questionnaire until 
he had been given some “go ahead” sign. I gave him permission to 
release the questionnaire. 

The previous hearings will show that everyone was given the oppor- 
tunity to file a statement, and apparently the spokesman for the Indian 
tribe, and their attorneys, had not been alert enough to file the state- 
ment. 

The statements I have read in several papers recently about the 
chairman of the committee not ves eping his word indicate that Mr. La- 
badie—I do not know him; and I do not know if he is here this 
morning—is not doing the Osage Indian people a service. He 
is doing them a distinct disservice by releasing information of this 
type, that the committee has not been fair with the Osage Indian 
Tribe. 

I want to make it plain that the chairman of this committee and 
Mr. Harrison have leaned over backward in an attempt to hear all of 
those who were interested in the legislation pending before Congress. 

Mr. Harrison. I might add to that, Mr. Miller, that the records of 
the committee show that no request was ever made by any 
member of the Osage Tribe or the Tribal Council for any hearing on 
House Concurrent Resolution 108. I have had that checked this morn- 
ing, and that is the information given to me. 

The resolution was filed for a considerable period of time before any 
action was taken on it, and no hearing was requested by any member 
or representative of the tribes specified in that resolution. 
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The resolution was passed by the full committee on last Wednesday. 

I received a telephone call either late that afternon or the next day 
from some lady in California, I believe. I do not remember her name. 
I told her that the bill had been passed by the committee but that if 
the Osages wanted a hearing here before the committee ‘my 
subcommittee or the Indian Affairs Subcommittee—we noma i glad 
to give them a hearing. 

Then I find an AP or a UP press release released in my town of 
Sheridan, Wyo., when I was there at a hearing last weekend, saying 
that I had assured the Osages that their position would be surveyed 
before the resolution was introduced, and accusing Members of Con- 
gress of not keeping their word with the Osage Tribe. 

I say that the gentleman who released that statement—and I would 
like to find out who he is before we get through this hearing—made 
a very grave misstatement, a statement which he cannot bear out 
with any facts. I think it was a very unfair statement to make. 

Like Chairman Miller has said, I think he has done a disservice 
rather than a service to the tribe. I hope before the hearing is over 
we will find out just who released that statement and why such state- 
ments were put out in the area 

Chairman Murr. Mr. Chairman, if you will permit me, I would 
like to insert in the record Document A of the Osage Tribe, ni ap- 
praisal of competence which appears on page 22, as sent in by the 
superintendent of the Osage Tribe. I will read it. It is brief. 





It would seem, however, that a realistic approach to the problem would in- 
dicate the necessity of exploring every possibility that might be developed under 
State laws in an effort to find an alternative that would be acceptable to the 
Osage Tribe and to the Congress. 

That is a small quotation from the superintendent’s report on the 
questionnaire sent out to all Indian tribes. 

Mr. Harrison. We have Representative Edmondson here. It is my 
understanding that he will introduce and call in proper order the 
other members of the congressional delegation, both Senate and House 
Members, who want to testify this morning. ¥ you will do so, Mr. 
Edmondson, we would be happy to hear you, si 


STATEMENT OF HON. ED EDMONDSON, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 


Mr. Epmonpson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
am the junior Member of the Oklahoma delegation in Congress, and 
about the only claim I have to act as the spokesman on this matter 
is the fact that the Osage Nation in large part is located within my 
own district. the Second District of Oklahoma. It was for that rea- 
son that I was the Member of the delegation who took the lead in 
asking that this matter be passed over on the consent calendar. 

That represented not an individual decision on my part, but a deci- 
sion in which all of the Members of the delegation concurred. 

In support of that point I would like to recognize the presence here 
this morning of Senator Monroney; of Mr. Hays, the administrative 
assistant to Senator Kerr, who was not in town and could not be 
present for that reason; of Congressman Albert; of Congressman 
Belcher: of Congressman Wickersham; of Congressman Steed: and 
of Mr. Wood, who is executive secretary to Congressman Jarman. 
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In addition to that I think Congressman Doyle and Congressman 
Feighan are also present here this morning; and former Congress- 
man Wesley Disney, of Oklahoma, who is also vitally interested in 
this matter, is present. 

It is pretty obvious by reason of our time limitation that most of 
the testimony would be heard probably this afternoon, at the 2 o’clock 
session. 

We appreciate very much the committee’s accommodation in that 
matter. We have prepared a joint statement on behalf of the delega- 
tion, which I believe has been signed by every member of the delega- 
tion. Perhaps it would be in order to put that in evidence at this time, 
and to let the individual Members testify. 

Mr. Harrison. Is that the joint congressional delegation or the 
tribal delegation? 

Mr. EpMonpson. The congressional delegation. 

Mr. Harrison. Without objection that will be received. 

(The information is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF OKLAHOMA MEMBERS IN CONGRESS ON HOUSE CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION 108, JULY 22, 1953 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we appreciate this opportunity 
to express our views on House Concurrent Resolution 108, which declares it to 
be the policy of Congress, “at the earliest possible time” and “as rapidly as 
possible,” to free a listed group of Indian tribes “from Federal supervision and 
control and from all disabilities and limitation applicable to Indians.” 

Included among the tribes listed in the resolution is the Osage Tribe of 
Oklahoma. 

It is to this listing of the Osage Tribe of Oklahoma, in the terms of this meas- 
ure, that we must take exception. 

In view of previously declared policy of the Congress, of the manifest success 
of that policy. and of the special nature of the Osage tribal estate at this time, 
we believe the Osage Tribe of Oklahoma should be removed from the terms of 
this resolution. 

We direct the committee’s special attention to the field report of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs completed April 30, 1953, entitled “The Osage People and Their 
Trust Property.” 

No more convincing brief in support of our position could be found, than this 
factual report on the development of Government policy with respect to the 
Osages, and the progress that has been made under that policy. 

It is fundamental to an understanding of this policy to know that the tribal 
estate consists primarily of mineral rights, held by the Government in trust 
for the tribe, to 1,465,370 acres in Oklahoma. There are other assets, but these 
tribal mineral rights, which have an estimated value in the mentioned report 
of $131 million are the principal item. 

sy the Allotment Act of June 28, 1906, it was determined that mineral rights 
to all Osage land should be reserved to the tribe, with the sale of any share 
in the tribal mineral interest prohibited, and with Government supervision 
(through the Secretary of Interior) of the leasing of these lands for mineral 
development. 

That was the cornerstone of a governmental policy which has continued to 
this day, and never has Government policy proved wiser in the protection of 
Indian assets and the advancement of a people. 

Other details of that early act may be found at page 14 of the field report, 
including establishment of a tribal council and division among tribal members of 
the surface land. 

Since that early act, subsequent legislation has provided procedures for attain- 
ing competency, under which the majority of adult members of the Osage Tribe 
have been declared competent. 

Here are some of the evidences of Osage development and progress under 
present policy: 

Osages today attend public schools, colleges, and universities, and in large 
part manage their own affairs. 
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Osages use the community hospitals where they live, and pay taxes as do other 
citizens of the State and Nation. 

In 1952 (as shown on pp. 96 and 97 of the field report) a total of $498,436.82 
in taxes was paid through the Osage Agency, charged by law with responsibility 
for tax payment out of the tribe’s revenues. 

These tax payments included $84,869.65 in State ad valorem taxes, $1,533.05 
in State income taxes, $74,157.50 in State inheritance taxes, $169,180.28 in State 
gross production taxes on minerals, $95,286.60 in Federal income taxes, and 
$73,409.74 in Federal inheritance taxes. 

The Osages pay their own way. Not only in taxes to their Government, and 
the above figures represent only a portion of taxes paid, but also in the cost of 
their agency and tribal affairs. 

Superintendent Hall of the Bureau of Indian Affairs recently stated that of 
the $300,000 annual cost of this item, $260,000 was paid by the tribe itself. The 
balance of $40,000 is a Federal gratuity which is heavily overbalanced by the 
tribe’s tax payments. 

Funds and securities, income, and estates of these Osage Indians are subject 
to taxation, the same as for other citizens. 

The Osages are citizens of their State and the United States, and participate 
in governmental affairs. 

Many other evidences of tribal progress may be found within the pages of the 
field report heretofore mentioned. 

By the act of June 24, 1938, the Congress established the definite policy of 
continuing the period of supervision and control over the Osage tribal estate, 
until April 8, 1983, in the case of the reserved tribal minerals, and further pro- 
vided that the period of restriction against alienation should continue to January 
1, 1984. 

The tribe is united in support of this policy. 

Oklahoma’s delegation in Congress is likewise united in support of the tribal 
position, and we urge the committee to delete the Osage Tribe of Oklahoma frow 
this resolution. 

Ep EDMONDSON, 
Second District. 
CARL ALBERT. 
JOHN JARMAN, 
Tom STEED. 
PAGE BELCHER, 
First District. 
VICTOR WICKERSHAM, 
Sith District. 
Rort. S. Kerr, 
United States Senator. 
By Burt Hays. 
MIKE MONRONEY, 
United States Senator, Oklahoma. 


Mr. Epmonpson. Perhaps Senator Monroney might like to read 
that statement on behalf of our delegation. 

Mr. Harrison. I might say at this time, Mr. Edmondson, that I 
ge it understood that there is no criticism of any action of yours 

any other Member of Congress. You acted properly and exactly 
as you should when you made objection to the resolution. I have no 
objection to that. I think it was very much in order. 

We want to see that you have a proper hearing here this morning. 

Mr. Epmonpson. I appreciate that, sir, very much. 

This is a statement on House Concurrent Resolution 108, which has 
been signed by Senator Monroney; by Senator Kerr by his adminis- 
trative assistant; by Congressman Wickersham; by Congressman 
Belcher; by Congressman Steed; by Congressman Jarman; by Con- 
gressman Albert; and by myself. I think it would only take a couple 
of minutes to read it, and I think it summarizes our position. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we appreciate this 
opportunity to express our views on House Concurrent Resolution 


37391 538——-2 
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108, which declares it to be the policy of Congress, “at the earliest 
possible time” and “as rapidly as possible,” to free a listed group 
of Indian tribes “from Federal supervision and control and from all 
disabilities and limitations applicable to Indians.” This is quoting 
from the language of the resolution. 

Included among the tribes listed in the resolution is the Osage Tribe 
of Oklahoma. 

It is to this listing of the ¢ sage Tribe of Oklahoma, in the terms of 
this measure, that we must take exception. 

In view of previously declared policy of the Congress, of the mani- 
fest success of that policy, and of the special nature of the Osage tribal 
estate at this time, we believe the Osage Tribe of Oklahoma should be 
removed from the terms of this resolution. 

We direct the committee's special attention to the field report of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs completed April 30, 1953, entitled “The 
Osage People and Their Trust Property. 

At this point may I say that we have copies of that report for all 
members of the committee and they will be supplied to the members 
of the committee at the conclusion of this hearing. 

(The document referred to was supplied for the information of 
the committee. ) 

Mr. EpmMonpson. No more convincing brief in support of our posi- 
tion could be found, than this factual report on the development. of 
Government policy with respect to the Osages, and the progress that 
has been made under that policy. 

It is fundamental to an understanding of this policy to know that 
the tribal estate consists primar ily of mineral rights, hel | by the Gov- 
ernment in trust for the tribe, to 1,465,370 acres in Oklahoma. There 
are other assets, but these tribal mineral rights, which have an esti- 
mated value in the mentioned report of $151 million, are the principal 
item. 

By the Allotment Act of June 28, 1906, it was determined that min- 
eral rights to all Osage land should be reserved to the tribe, with sale 
of any share in the tribal mineral interest prohibited, and with Gov- 
ernment supervision (through the Secretary of the Interior) of the 
leasing of these lands for mineral development. 

That was the cornerstone of a governmental policy which has con- 
tinued to this day, and never has Government policy proved wiser in 
the protection of Indian assets and the advancement of a people. 

Other details of that early act may be found at page 14 of the field 
report, including establishment of a tribal council and division among 
tribal members of the surface land. 

Since that early act, subsequent legislaiton has provided procedures 
for atts Lining compe tency, under which the majority of adult members 
of the Osage Tribe have been declared competent. 

Here are some of the evidences of Osage development and progress 
under present policy : 

Osages today attend public schools, colleges, and universities, and 
in large part manage their own affairs. 

Osages use the community hospitals where they live, and pay taxes 
as do other citizens of the State and Nation. 

In 1952 (as shown on pp. 96 and 97 of the field re port) a total of 
$498,436.82 in taxes was paid ihescioh the Osage agency, charged by 
law with responsibility for tax payment out of the tribe’s revenues. 
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These tax payments included $84,869.65 in State ad valorem taxes, 
$1,533.05 in State income taxes, $74,157.50-in State inheritance taxes, 
$169,180.28 in State gross production taxes on minerals, $95,286.60 in 
Federal income taxes, and $73,409.74 in Federal inheritance taxes. 

The Osages pay their own way. Not only in taxes to their Govern- 
ment, and the above figures represent only a portion of taxes paid, but 
also in the cost of their agency and tribal affairs. 

Superintendent Hall of the Bureau of Indian Affairs recently stated 
that of the $300,000 annual cost of this item—that is, of the agency and 
the tribal government—$260,000 was paid by the tribe itself. The 
balance, of $40,000 is a Federal gratuity which is heavily overbalanced 
by the tribe’s tax payments. 

Funds and securities, income, and estates of these Osage Indians are 
subject to taxation, the same as for other citizens. 

The Osages are citizens of their State and the United States, and 
participate in governmental affairs. 

Many other evidences of tribal progress may be found within the 
pages of the field report heretofore mentioned. 

By the act of June 24, 1938, the Congress established the definite 
policy of continuing the period of supervision and control over the 
Osage tribal estate, until April 8, 1983, in the case of the reserved 
tribal minerals, and further provided that the period of restriction 
against alienation should continue to January 1, 1984. 

The tribe is united in support of this policy. 

Oklahoma’s delegation in Congress is likewise united in support of 
the tribal position, and we urge the committee to delete the Osage 
Tribe of Oklahoma from this resolution. 

Chairman Miniter. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Okla- 
homa yield ? 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Miller. 

Chairman Miter. I think your progress report on the Osage is 
excellent 

I want to call your attention to House Concurrent Resolution 108. 
Let me read you the opening statement of the concurrent resolution, 
which you have not spoken to at all: 

Whereas it is the policy of Congress, as rapidly as possible, to make the 
Indians within the territorial limits of the United States subject to the same 
laws and entitled to the same privileges and responsibilities as are applicable 
to other citizens of the United States, to end their status as wards of the 
United States, and to grant them all of the rights and prerogatives pertaining 
to American citizenship; and 

Whereas the Indians within the territorial limits of the United States should 
assume their full responsibilities as American citizens: Now, therefore, be it 
and so forth. 

Are you in accord with the concurrent resolution as so far read, 
and is your delegation, that the Indians should be treated as first-class 
citizens? 

Mr. Epmonpson. Obviously we are in accord with that, and, in the 
instance of the Osages, they are being treated as first-class citizens, 
but their tribal estate is subject to a governmental protection under 
the policy of Congress. 

Chairman Mier. You objected to this resolution when it came 
on the floor. That is what the resolution proposes to do. I am won- 
dering whether you are opposed to an attempt of Congress to treat 
the Indians as first-class citizens. 
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I will read the last sentence on page 2: 

It is further declared tu be the sense of Congress that the Secretary of the 
Interior should examine all existing legislation dealing with such Indians, 
and treaties between the Government of the United States and each such tribe, 
and report to Congress at the earliest practicable date, but not later than 
January 1, 1954, his recommendations for such legislation as, in his judgment, 
may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this resolution. 

Do you state to this committee that the Oklahoma delegation is 
opposed to this study and this examination of the Osage Tribe and 
others, I presume, because other tribes are included in this study, 
to see if we can get them away from a wardship basis and give them 
full American citizenship ? 

Mr. Epmonpson. May I answer the question now, sir? 

Chairman Miner. Yes. 

Mr. Epmonpson. If this resolution read, “To conduct such a survey 
as to all Indians in the United States,” which it does not, we might 
have no such objection to it, but this resolution states: “To make this 
report as to such Indians” the Indians enumerated therein, including 
5 tribes, of which the Osage Tribe is singled out for particular atten- 
tion, along with 4 other tribes, to terminate supervision over them. 

We are in favor of treating all Indians in the United States as first- 
class citizens in all particulars. 

Chairman Minter. I might say that the concurrent resolution just 
proposes to set up a study. Do you object to that? 

Mr. Epmonpvson. No, sir. If I may, I would disagree with you, sir. 

Chairman Miter. I understand that the Oklahoma delegation is 
opposed to permitting these 5 tribes or any other Indians to be first- 
class citizens. 

Mr. Epmonpson. No, sir. That is about like asking a man if he 
is in favor of being nice to his wife and beating her every night. You 
might be in favor of being nice to your wife but not in favor of beating 
her every night. 

Chairman Mitzer. Would you read the resolution and tell me if 
you are in favor of the paragraphs I have read? Apparently you 
are not. 

Mr. Epmonpson. I think if you eliminated the Osage Indians as 
one of the five groups to be terminated, I think the Oklahoma dele- 
gation would have no objection to it. 

Chairman Miter. I do not have any objection to eliminating them 
if they do not care to be first-class citizens, and the Oklahoma delega- 
tion wants to keep them as wards of the United States and keep them 
on a different status from that of the other citizens of the United 
States. If that is your desire, I am willing to take them out. 

Mr. Asprnatt. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Aspinall. 

Mr. Asprnati. I do not want to be associated with my chairman’s 
observations in this respect. However, I can understand his feelings. 
I do not want to be associated with the statement by him that appar- 
ently it is the position of our colleague from Oklahoma that he does not 
want to see the Indians and the Osage Indians in particular given the 
right of first citizenship or anything like that. 

I think perhaps there is a misunderstanding here.which must be 
resolved before we can get through with this discussion. Their posi- 
tion is purely an economic one. It is not a question of citizenship. 
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Mr. Epmonpson. They already have citizenship, Mr. Aspinall. 

Mr. Asprnau. I understand that. 

Mr. Epmonpson. As I think Mr. Miller realizes. 

Mr. AspInaLu. I just do not want to be placed in that position as 
a member of the committee, although I can understand how the chair- 
man feels. 

Chairman Mitrer. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. AsprInau. Yes. 

Chairman Miner. Part of the concurrent resolution states, “to end 
their status as wards of the United States.” Would you agree they 
ought not be continued as wards of the United States, which you imply 
is some kind of a limited citizenship ? 

Mr. Aspinatu. If I understand the policy of the Osages, it is not 
a question of citizenship and it is not a question of wardship or trustee- 
ship in the usual sense as applied to Indians. They have a somewhat 
different relationship. 

I cannot understand how our colleague and his associates from Okla- 
homa feel that this resolution is going to hurt them. They will have 
time to present their case so far as that is concerned. 

Nothing has been done by this committee—and I do not think any- 
thing is intended to be done by this committee—which would in any 
way take away from the Osage Tribe the protection which they have 
economically at the present time and which will continue definitely 
until 1983. 

However, we have some new members on this committee and we have 
not had this brought to their attention. Certainly what we are after 
is exactly what you are going to give to us. We were expecting it to 
come from the Secretary of the Interior by the study which we author- 
ized and directed. There is a difference. 

Mr. Epmonpson. This book represents a study undertaken by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs of the Department of Interior, which gives 
a complete report on the present status of the Osage Tribe. There 
is not any limitation on citizenship rights and we are not seeking 
that. What we are seeking is a continuation of the Government’s 
trust responsibility for their mineral estate, which is valued at $131 
million. They have rights to it. 

Chairman Miuter. Will the gentleman yield? 

In what way does the Resolution 108 interfere with any of the trust 
rights of the Indians? 

Mr. Epmonpson. The resolution declares it to be the policy of 
Congress to end that as speedily as possible, in the face of a declared 
policy to continue it to 1983. 

Chairman Mutter. On page 2, line 17, it says: 

It is further declared to be the sense of Congress that the Secretary of the 
Interior should examine all existing legislation dealing with such Indians— 
That is, pertaining to the Indians— 


and report to Congress at the earliest practicable date, but not later than Jan- 
uary 1, 1954, his recommendations for such legislation as, in his judgment, may 
be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this resolution. 

Do you not agree with that? 

Mr. Epmonpson. May I ask, Mr. Miller, why he is directed to make 
that report only as to such Indians or such tribes—these five tribes— 
and not all tribes of the United States. 
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Mr. Harrison. May I answer that, Mr. Miller? 

The answer that, Mr. Edmondson, is that I think you will agree 
with me that it would be an impossible task if we were to tell “the 
Department of Interior and the Bureau of Indian Affairs to make 
a study of all tribes and to report back here within a period of less 
than 10 or 15 years. It would be a physical impossibility. 

It was the idea of this committee that we must start somewhere. 
As [explained to the gentleman from Oklahoma yesterday, the names 
of these tribes were taken out of the Senate report of several years 
ago, which showed at that time that the Osage Tribe was one of the 
most outstanding tribes in the United States, and one of the tribes 
which was closest to release from Federal wardship. 

I might also say to the gentleman that the directive in this reso- 
lution directs the Secret: iry of Interior to study all existing treaties, 
and so forth, regarding these Indians, and in my opinion that would 
not interfere with the Osages at all, if the agreement entered into or 
the law enacted by Congress which you specified, having to do with 
trusteeship, is a valid law. I do not think in his study he could 
disturb that in any way. The Secretary of Interior himself could 
not disturb that in any way, for any act of Congress. It would take 
another act of Congress to repeal that particular law. 

There certainly is not anything in this concurrent resolution which 
would give the Secretary of Interior that power, and I do not think 
it is the intent of this committee to repeal any particular law. So 
I cannot see how the resolution as drawn would interfere in any way 
with any law now applicable to the Osage Indians. 

Mr. Epmonpson. Sometimes, Mr. Harrison, it depends on where 
you are sitting how something looks. I think maybe it is because we 
are just sitting in maybe a little different position that this looks 
different to us. 

Mr. Harrison. I can understand the gentleman is looking after 
the rights of his constituents. That is certainly admirable, and what 
you are supposed to do. That is what you should do. 

Mr. Epmonpson. I wonder if I could not yield to the Senator from 
Oklahoma, Senator Monroney. 

Mr. Harrison. We would be happy to hear the Senator. 

Mr. Epmonpson. I do not want to take all the time. 

Mr. Harrison. We would be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. Epmonpson. I will be back this afternoon, because there will 
be others to be heard. 


STATEMENT OF HON. A. S. MIKE MONRONEY, A UNITED STATES 
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 


Senator Monronry. My name is Mike Monroney, and I am the 
junior Senator from Oklahoma. 

I want to express my appreciation to this committee for the oppor- 
tunity given us to appear on behalf of our constituents, the Osage 
Indians of Oklahoma. 

I am in sympathy with the problems before the Indian Affairs 
Subcommittee, but I believe that the Osage Indian Tribe has been 
included in this resolution by a misunderstanding perhaps, as to many 
of the intricate financial matters requiring a continuation of the 
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trust relationship between the Federal Government and the entire 
Osage Indian Tribe. 

As my colleague, Congressman Edmondson. points out, this rela- 
tionship goes back to 1906 when, in a ve ry foresighted way, the Indian 
tribe, with the help of the Federal Government, pooled all of its re- 
sources on the entire Osage Nation lands and because of wise admin- 
istration and a faithful execution of the trust of the Federal Govern- 
ment it has probably been the outstanding operation of the Gov- 
ernment with any tribe. 

We are very fearful, and I think justly so, without entering into a 
debate on first- and second-class citizens. We know that in Oklahoma 
the Osages are first-class citizens. We do not need an act of Congress 
to tell us that. Their record in letters, in the arts, and in all types of 
cultural, business, and scientific activities marks them as first-class 
citizens, and their progress to attain their full rights as citizens has not 
only been phenomenal but steady. Two-thirds of the tribe are on an 
unrestricted basis, so far as handling all of their financial affairs save 
one is concerned, and that is the trust relationship which was estab- 
lished early, before oil began to come in in great quantities. Because 
of that, through proper production methods, through safeguarding 
the leases to get the very maximum amount of money available for 
large blocks of leases, and through rental, the operation of those oil 
properties has been most efficient, and this has been an outstanding 
operation. 

Now, the Osage Indian Tribe is properly fearful of the language 
of this resolution, which says: 
the following named Indian tribes and individual members thereof, should be 
freed from Federal supervision and control and from all disabilities and limi- 
tations specially applicable to Indians. 

We can read into that only one thing, that we will have to dissolve 
the trust relationship whic h exists between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the Indians on this undivided trust estate in which all 
members of the tribe on the rolls in 1906 and their proper heirs carry- 
ing forward inherited head rights, and which by congressional act ‘is 
supposed to exist until 1984. These head rights, of course, as the 
witness said, are nonnegotiable. 

There is nothing strange about leaving large blocks of property in 
trust to prevent its distr ibution and provide for its proper operation. 
Very wise fathers of large families leave estates in trust with the 
Guaranty Trust Co. of New York, or other banks. We have had great 
men in this country, I think including a President of the United States, 
whose property was left in trust for them by their parents. 

Mr. Westianp. Would the Senator yie Id there ? 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wesruanp. What objection would you have to a private trust, 
Senator, rather than a Government trust ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Sir, this objection on this basis: We are dealing, 
as Congressman Edmondson said, with more than $100 million worth 
of oil revenues. These leases go back and they are intermingled with 
Government relationships. We dé finitely feel that instead of the 
Indians being the beneficiaries and the legatees of this great estate 
that a great many lawyers would gain by the action by the time the "V 
get through ts aking this through the courts, if it must be tested again 
and again and again, as it will undoubtedly be in the interest of indi- 
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vidual Indians. There would be interests defended by attorneys filing 
as friends of the Indians, particularly if they are restricted Indians, 
They could go into court and file cases, all through the courts, on up 
through the State and to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

We see in this the ultimate effect of dissolving the governmental 
trust which has stood since 1906, giving individual rights to the In- 
dians to be exploited, if you please, by unconscionable people who 
would get them to quitclaim or sell, for a small fee, head rights which 
are not negotiable but which through the courts of law would have to 
again be tested. 

It would build up tremendous attorney fees. It would distribute 
the rights of the Government trust which have stood and been tested 
for so many years. 

We understand that many of the smaller tribes which do not have a 
shee ir situation may have come in and asked for this very type of 
bill. The Osages did not ask for it. Perhaps there was some slip 
some place in our communications, so that they were not able to prop- 
erly advise you of their position in this matter 

But we certainly feel that it is a poor thing for the Congress to single 
out this tribe which has attained largely what you ge sntlemen are seek- 
ing to attain for many Indians, save for the governmental trust which 
has worked well since 1906, which will be a perpetual producing en- 
dowment for their children and their children’s children and render 
them beyond hope of exploitation. 

I do not think you make a second-class citizen if a parent provides 
for an annuity and an income for members of the family. Here we 
have all of the tribe involved. 

Chairman Miter. If the Senator will yield, you are certainly build- 
ing up a “bogeyman” if you think it is the intention of this resolution 
to touch or change any trust agreement entered into. That cannot be 
changed by this resolution. Why do you not talk to the resolution? 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Miller, I am talking to it. 

Chairman Mier. Rather than build up a strawman you have to 
tear down, 

Senator Monroney. I am only talking to the resolution in cold type. 
On page 2, line 1, it says, “the following-named Indian tribes” 

Chairman Miiiter. You have certainly put a “bogeyman” into it. 

Senator Monroney. Sir, I beg the distinguished Congressman’s 
pardon, but I covered the Supreme Court for a great many years as 
a newspaperman. I will say that during the course of those years 
the litigation involving Indian land titles was the most complicated 
law that there was in the United States. 

The University of Oklahoma happens to have a special course in 
that. People come from all over the country to study the difficulties 
of ra an land law. 

I do know that when you dissolve by an act of Congress an existing 
agreement you disturb their rights. This is a predicate for dissolving 
it, with complete decontrol and release from all Federal supervision 
and control of individual and tribal members. I cannot see how the 
Government can do that. Unless you have an affirmative act of Con- 
gress continuing by special legislation the control of this trust estate, 
how can we help but read into this that this dissolves it? 

This opens the door to untold legal cases and casts a cloud on the 
entire operation of the Osage Reservation, 
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Mr. Harrison. Congressman Engle has a question. 

Mr. ENexe. Will the gentleman yield ¢ 

Senator Monronry. Y es, Sir. 

Mr. Enote. It occurs to me that the Senator is arguing one step 
ahead of the case. As I read this resolution, although it looks toward 
the complete emancipation and freedom from wardship of certain 
Indians, the net result of it is to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to make a report not later than January 1, 1954, with his reeommenda- 
tions for such legislation as in his judgment may be necessary to accom- 
plish the purposes of this resolution. 

Now the question then is whether or not the Secretary of the Interior 
should be directed to make such a study and to submit such a recom- 
mendation to the Congress; not whether or not on the merits any 
tribe should be treated thus or so. 

As I understand your presentation, Senator, what you are saying 
is that the Osage Tribe of Indians should not be disturbed, and ‘that 
may be perfec tly true; but the argument is not relevant to the current 
legislation. You are arguing the merits of a recommendation which 
you anticipate may be made in the future but which is not now before 
this committee and which would be authorized for study and recom- 
mendation by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Now, just conceding for the sake of argument that you are wholly 
right as to your argument on the second step, which is the merit, do 
you have any reason to say that this committee should not pass out 
this bill, which simply calls for a study and such recommendation as 
the Secretary should desire to make ? 

Senator Monroney. May I say to the distinguished Representative 
that this bill specifically singles out 5 tribes, 4 of which, I understand, 
are asking for this type of legislation. ‘ 

Mr. Enate. It includes California, Florida, Iowa, New York, and 
Texas. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. There are five specific tribes. We have 
many tribes. I think there are 30 or 40 in Oklahoma. We have a 
great many. 

We wonder just why it is so necessary to single out the Osage Tribe 
when their particular needs and the sums involved far outweigh the 
amounts of money concerned with almost the entire group of other 
Indian tribes? Why should we be placed in there as against the 
wishes of the tribal council, all the members of the Osage Tribe scat- 
tered wherever they may be, the entire Oklahoma congressional dele- 
gation, and the entire senatorial delegation? We say: Why should 
we be placed in there, rather than other Indian tribes? 

Mr. ENG LE. Do you object to being in there just for study ? 

Senator Monronry. Why are we put in? 

Mr. Enere. And for recommendation ? 

Senator Monroney. Why are we in? Why are we singled out as 
one tribe in Oklahoma, against what we believe is for the best interests 
of the Indians? 

Mr. Enete. Just for study. 

Senator Monroney. As my distinguished friend, I know, has been 
around these places for a good many years, as I have been, he will 
know that once you throw into gear legislative machinery aimed at 
Sooo teutiinig and taking the Government out of any activity the 
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directive is practically given to the Indian Affairs branch to bring 
out legislation that would wipe out these controls. 

I have faith in this committee that if it were a bad bill you would 
certainly try to pick out the bad features of it and cut them out when 
it comes up. Why should we take off in this airplane in the first place ? 
We do not want to be there on the crash landing. 

I think it is a better policy, since we do not think this is comparable 
to any degree to the other tribes mentioned herein, or to the situation 
existing in the other States, where you have small groups of Indians, 
to take the Osages out of the bill. 

In New York State I think there is one tribe, perhaps, the Iroquois, 
who have been assimilated for a great many years. There are no 
other estates involved, as between the Government and the tribe, and 
a sacred pledge from 1906 to 1983. 

So why should we be included, when we can show you, as will be 
shown, that all of the attainments you are seeking to get, which are 
in the interest of the Indians, are now being att: Lined, and they are 
obtaining their freedom to exercise their rights as first-class citizens, 
and to handle their own affairs? Two-thirds of them are competent 
to control their surface rights. That is true practically in entirety. 
They are self-sustaining. They go to civilian hospitals and sc hools. 
You cannot tell when you go on the Osage Reservation and when you 
come off. 

We do say, particularly because more than $100 million worth of 
trust lands are involved, with oil, that you are playing with dynamite 
and encouraging lawsuits and jeopardizing titles, and are making 
more difficult the operation of the present water flooding of the entire 
reservation. 

Mr. Eneur. How can you say that, Senator, about a bill which only 
directs a study? 

Senator Monroney. Sir, may I say that if there is no reason for the 
bill on the Osage Tribe then we should not be included. If there 
is reason for putting us in, I would like to hear the committee tell the 
delegation from Oklahoma and the members of the Osage Tribe just 
why it is so necessary that we be included in this bill. 

Mr. Enotes. We want you to tell us why you should not be, and we 
will listen to the Department and the other witnesses on the other 
point, 

I am certainly not urging that you be put in the bill, Senator, but as 
I understand your statement, you take the position that the matter 
should not be studied because you have already made up your mind 
on it. 

Senator Monroney. I will say that this thing has been studied and 
studied and studied, and we have this recent report of the Indian 
Office, and every other thing is indicated. Why spend more Govern- 
ment money to study a case on which I think any expert down there 
will tell you the answer ? 

This tribe has gone along and has attained everything which could be 
attained under this resolution, save one thing, and that is what we are 
trying to preserve, and keep these Indians safe from exploitation. We 
do not want to be faced with coming back here after January 1 witha 
fight on some bill including us with a bunch of other tribes from 
California or Texas, with legislation designed to cover maybe 80 or 
160 acres of hillside land, using that as a general level, when we have a 
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problem which is distinct for the Osages, which I do not think obtains 
with regard to any other tribe in these United States. 

Mr. Harrison. What the Senator is tr ying to say is that this legis- 
lation may be good for others, but the Osages do not thing it is good 
for them. 

Senator Monroney. I am saying that the situation is not comparable, 
in that there is $100 million in a trust fund which is tied up in a sacred 
pledge, from 1906 until now, and that the Congress will not be doing 
the Indians a favor or protecting their best interests by jeopardiz- 
ing them. 

There is one other thing, before I close. This secondary recovery, 
which the Government and the Indian Office just completed about a 
year ago, will produce more oil, I am told, from the Osage Reservation 
than has heretofore been produced. But you cannot have a water 
flood and have 160 acres in the middle of it that is not in that unit for 
water flooding. It has to flood the whole operation. 

Because you could consider this water flooding and secondary re- 
covery in a big block, the Indians got a good deal for themselves. It 
would be a 10-year task to hunt out each Indian and individu: illy have 
him sign up to permit the water flooding. The tribal council supported 
that. It was carefully investigated, and I asked that it be reinvesti- 
gated by the Indian Office and the Secretar y of the Interior, to be sure 
they had the 1 very best possible deal. 

Because of this case and this problem of supervision, you have had a 
record of accomplishment in the control of the mineral rights of the 
Osage Nation. We see no reason—and I have not yet heard other 
views—for refe rring to the Osage Indians in this bill. 

This bill says: 
the following-named Indian tribes and individual members thereof, should be 
freed from Federal supervision and control and from all disabilities and limita- 
tions specially applicable to Indians. 

Granted there is legislation which may be necessary to carry out this 
bill, the intent of Congress in making the Osages a part of this is 
there in the resolution. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. D’Ewart, would you like to ask a question? 

Mr. D’Ewart. Yes. 

I am a little surprised by the Senator's fear of acts of Congress and 
court decisions, in view of the history of the tribe. 

The Osage Indians have had congressional attention and executive 
and judicial attention as follows: 

Between 1808 and 1865 10 treaties were made between the Osage 
Nations and the United States. 

Between 1824 and the present time there have been 64 acts of Con- 
gress enacted having to do with the Osage Indians. 

More than 175 court decisions, ine ‘Juding many in the United States 
Supreme Court, have been given having to do with the rights of the 
tribe. 

In view of that history, I would not think the tribe would be fearful 
of either congressional action or court decision. 

Senator Monroney. If the Congressman pleases, we are satisfied 
with the act of Congress. We feel the act of Congress is working 
well. We feel no case has been made to disturb it. 

Further, on the court decision, the reason you have not had a bunch 
of bad court decisions was because of the wisdom of the tribe and the 
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Federal Government in unitizing, making one big operation of the 
trust for the entire reservation, for minerals. If this had been left 
in the hands of the individuals, not many rights would now remain, 
and on those that did remain the courts “would face more litigation, 
with a Supreme Court decision, because of a multiplicity of suits and 
the strangeness of Indian land titles and inheritance rights and all of 
those things. 

If that were necessary, it would cost the Indians, I will wager, more 
in legal fees than the value of the oil that has been produced from 
the Indian lands. 

Mr. D’Ewarrt. Now, I would like to read one paragraph from Public 
Law 711: 


The lands, moneys, and other properties now or hereafter held in trust or under 

supervision— 

Notice that “supervision” — 

of the United States for the Osage Tribe of Indians and members thereof or their 
heirs and assigns shall continue subject to such trust and supervision until 
January 1, 1984, unless otherwise provided by act of Congress. 

Senator Monroney. “Unless otherwise provided by act of Con- 
gress.” 

Mr. D’Ewarr. There are two points I want to make there. We have 
here an able group of wealthy Indians. They seem to want to stay 
under the supervision of the United States. That is strange to us. 

Senator Monroney. May I interrupt there to say: For their finan- 
cial dealings. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. The second point I want to make is that this says, 
“unless otherwise provided by act of Congress.” That phrase cer- 
tainly contemplates further action by the Congress, which we are 
doing now. We are making a study. 

Senator Monroney. We say that perhaps the other four tribes have 
asked for this, and their tribal matters are of such minutia that there 
is no longer a need for exercising even the most fragmentary control. 
We have tried to make a case involving $100 million, and involving 
a strong feeling on the part of the Osage Tribal Council and the entire 
congr essional delegation that further acts of Congress at this time are 
not warranted. They are not desired and they ultimately would lead, 
if passed, in the final conclusion to the exploitation of these Indians, 
to whom the Government has given its sacred word, from 1906, to 
protect them. 

Mr. Ener. You mean not even to study the situation? 

Senator Monroney. I certainly do not think that should be studied 
with the view expressed in this resolution : 
the following-named Indian tribes and individual members thereof, should be 
freed from Federal supervision and control— 

No, I do not think so, because this is a declaration of the intent 
of Congress; granted that there must be a second bill. You are 
directing them in this first part of this resolution to figure out and 
study and report on ways and means to accomplish the declared intent 
of this resolution. 

Mr. D’Ewart. I think the direction was in the Public Law 711. 

Senator Monroney. I am not familiar with 711. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. I want to make one more point here. The estimated 
amount of tribal land owned for each | the approximately 5,307 
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men, women, and children of Osage tribal descent is $24,779. Now, 
if there are 5 in a family, that makes approximately $125,000 per 
family in wealth. It seems to me that a rich people like that seeking 
continued Federal supervision is a little hard to explain. 

Senator Monroney. I am afraid the gentleman does not under- 
stand. The trust estate and the pooling of all the minerals, worth 
$100 million, in the reservation in perpetuity—at least to 1984—and 
these head rights are involved. If there is any cloud cast on this 
trust agreement you are going to have sharpshooters and exploiters 
trying ‘to buy up these head rights and bringing lawsuits in court. 
You are going to cost these people great sums of money for lawyers 
in defending these cases and proving these head rights. 

If you leave the law undisturbed, it is well settled in court. No- 
body I know of, except this committee, is asking that this be done to 
or for the Osages. I have heard no evidence in the conversations 
I have had at the Indian Office or here which indicates to me that 
there is any great good going to inure to the 150 million people of 
America, but we think there will be grave damage done in setting 
into gear this process which this resolution does as far as the Osage 
Tribe is concerned. 

Mr. Harrison. I might ask the Senator this: It is true, is it not, 
that the powers at the present time of the Osage Tribal Council are 
as follows: 

The council itself can provide for the sale of tribal land reserves. 

It can make leases for oil, gas, and other minerals reserved to the 
tribe. 

It can offer not less than 25,000 acres of unleased portions of the 
tribal mineral reserve for lease during any 1 year. 

It can determine the bonus value of any tract offered for lease. 

It can deterniine the royalties to be paid to the tribe under any 
mineral leases. 

All of those powers are in the tribal council, only subject to ratifi- 

‘ation by the Indian Bureau. 

Senator Monroney. My dear sir, there has been that. ratification 
and there has been that protection of the best scientists and adminis- 
trators that the Government can have. 

Mr. Ener. How much has that cost the taxpayers of the Nation, 
for this? 

Senator Monroney. I will say to the gentleman that out of the 
$300,000 a year which is a cost to run this the tribe itself pays 

$260,000 out of tribal funds. If it is necessary and the Government is 
so anxious to relieve itself of any burden, the Osage Tribe, although 
they pay many times that much in taxes on their |: unds and properties, 
I am sure probably would pay more. I am sure you could get these 
conscientious members of the tribe to pay the other $40,000. 

Mr. Harrison. Would the Senator yield? Did I understand you 
to mean that the tribe is willing to pay all of the costs of the tribal 
operation ¢ 

Senator Monroney. That is my understanding of the conversation 
with tribal members. It can be brought out when they are on the 
stand, 

Mr. Harrison. That not only means the $40,000 additional, when 
you talk about the $300,000 cost and the $260,000 that the tribe pays 
for operation; but it means they will also pay the cost of supervision 











18 OSAGE INDIAN TRIBE, OKLAHOMA 


and review from the area and Washington offices of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, the Office of Audit, and Ins spection by the General 
Accounting Office, and the costs involved in reviewing Osage tribal 
budgets and the appropriation of tribal funds and also the cost of the 
liaison staff and the cost of local hospitals and everything? I under- 
stand you to say the Osages are willing to pay all of those costs ? 

Senator Monroney. I do not know about these intangible costs. 
They are part of the United States. Maybe the gentleman would 
like to have them pay the cost of the Internal Revenue Office, because 
: ey have to collect taxes from them, and other things. But I do not 

believe that is the policy of Congress. 

Mr. Harrison. If there are these other costs, the Osages are willing 
to pay them ? 

Senator Monroney. If they are properly allocable, I am sure they 
would be willing to pay. 

Mr. Harrison. The Senator has brought up the point that they were 
paying somuch. I am merely asking the question: Are they willing 
to pay those costs or not? 

Senator Monroney. I will say to the gentleman that I think they 
are willing to pay for the operation of the Osage Indian Office. 
Whether you want them to support a part of the General Accounting 
Office or to pay for a hunk of the Department of the Interior or for 
the rent of some body’ s office downtown I cannot say. 

Mr. Harrison. Senator, would you not say it would be fair, if they 
want this continued protection and they have the money to pay for 
it? You say they do not want to be exploited. Do you not think 
they should be willing to pay for that protection? Why should they 
isk anybody else to pay for it if they want it for their particular 
protection ¢ 

Senator Monroney. I will say that it has been the policy of this 
Government since these lands were taken away, all of the lands of 
ihe United States, to protect the Indians. The Indians were already 
on a vast area of land, and these people were moved away. The 
Osages were moved onto the worst looking land in Oklahoma. They 
were one of the latest tribes to be brought in. Luckily there was oil 
there. 

Mr. Harrison. They would not want to change it now, would they ? 

Senator Monroney. They certainly would not, sir, and they would 
not want to change from that decision in 1906. These fine Indians 
have run their affairs through their tribal council and do not want 
their trust estate broken up by an act of Congress. 

Mr. Enete. This bill does not break up anything; it just studies the 
proposition. 

Senator Monronry. The chief of the tribe, who will testify later, 
has said that they would assume the $40,000. They are pretty good 
businessmen, though, and they would like to know just how much of 
the salary of the Secretary of the Interior you would like for them to 
pay, and how much of the free mailing privilege and a few other bits 
of overhead are involved. 

We do not know, as Members of Congress, quite how you are going 
to break down those costs which are a part of the general oper ration 
of the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. Harrison. There is one other question I would like to ask the 
Senator. I cannot understand why this cannot be done under a pri- 
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vate trust which would be operated and handled by these very same 
Indians who have been handling the tribal council and seem to be 
very able. Why would a private trust not safeguard their interests 
just as well as a Government trust ? 

Senator Monronry. I am not a lawyer, but it would be my im- 
pression that it would be necessary for the tribal council to go out 
and find every Indian and his legatees, who was on the rolls in 1906, 
and obtain a signed paper, with lawyers’ fees involved to boot, and 
all of that, to transfer that which exists today over to a private trust. 

[ am not a lawyer, and I presume other lawyers would be able to 
answer that. I am sure that the benefits of the Indian oil would 
be flowing into the Oklahoma Bar Association and the coffers of the 
Washington Bar Association before we got through with this. 

Mr. Harrison. You are not saying it would not work as well; you 
are merely saying that it would take too much effort and probably 
too long a period of time and would be too expensive? But you do 
not say it would not work. 

Senator Monroney. On top of that I am sure that the value and 
permanence of the new trust would have to be subjected to many court 
tests. There would be uncertainty in the operations. 

Bear in mind that we are not talking about just land which is use- 
ful for growing crops. Most of that is under the control of the Indians 
today. I think they can sell that land if they wish to, those who 
are not restricted. We are talking about a reservoir of oil, with 
$100 million worth of oil. Those properties must continue to be 
operated. They are under a process of water flooding which is even 
more expensive than drilling the original wells. It is a highly haz- 
ardous undertaking. It requires that everyone in that area, if it is 
to be efficient and is to produce the maximum recovery, must join 
in that thing. 

IT am not enough of a lawyer to know, but I doubt if many lawyers 
would dare say what the ultimate end would be if this change of all 
the rules in the middle of the game is placed here, when we appear to 
be included with 4 other tribes who are being singled out, when the 4 
other tribes wish to have this right. 

Mr. Ener. Do not forget the Indians in the five States. 

Senator Monroney. There are very few Indians in those five States. 

Mr. Enate. There are quite a few of them in California. 

Senator Monronry. Oklahoma has virtually half of the Indians of 
the United States. We were the home of the red man. They were 
moved in from other States. We are proud of our heritage. 

Mr. Enotr. This bill does not do anything you are talking about. 
All this bill says is that we should study it. 

Senator Monronry. “With a view to removing any restrictions and 
protections in the tribe and individuals.” 

I know, and I think you know, having been around here a long time, 
that that is the green light to say: 

Boys, we are going to do what the Congress says, and they mean, as they 
say in this declaration of policy. We are going to get out of the Osage trust 
if we can find a way to get a bill through Congress. 

Mr. Harrison. I wish I could agree with the Senator that they 
would accept this in that way. 

Would you, Senator, and the rest of your delegation, accept this 
resolution if we made it a study of all the tribes, including the Osages? 











20 OSAGE INDIAN TRIBE, OKLAHOMA 


Senator Monronry. You mean striking out all the tribes and put- 
ting in “all Indian tribes in the United States” ? 

Mr. Harrison. The same resolution, but with a change to make it 
for the study of all tribes. 

Senator Monronery. I think if you do that you must put in a saving 
clause saying, “With special attention to peculiar and unusual cir- 
cumstances, 

Mr. Harrison. Now you are hedging a little bit, Senator. 

Senator Monroney. No, I am talking about a very definite thing. 

Mr. Harrison. I am asking about a direction to study. That was 
your objection in the first place, as to singling out the Osages and 
not taking all of them. You objected because you said the Osages 
were singled out, with these four other tribes. If we just make it for 
all tribes will your delegation and the Osages withdraw your objec- 
tion ¢ 

Senator Monronry. I would want to see the resolution. I would 
want to see whether there was a saving clause in there, not naming 
any tribe, but mentioning—— 

Mr. Harrison. I would not put in a saving clause for the Osages. 

Senator Monroney. I am not asking for a saving clause for ‘the 
Osages. I said a saving clause for the Indian tribes where the cir- 
cumstances were peculiar and unusual, such as we have tried to out- 
line today. 

Mr. Harrison. The resolution, if it referred to all tribes, would be 
simply for a study. 

Senator Monroney. I think that is right. It looks toward greater 
opportunities for removal of the disabilities and limitations specially 
applicable to Indians which can safely be removed. Certainly I would 
be in favor of something of that kind, if the language were properly 
written. 

This bill as drawn is such that any reasonable man who has worked 
on this question in the Indian Office would feel that this is a request 
for legislation to absolutely remove the Government from supervision 
and control of the Indian tribes and the individual members. 

Mr. Harrison. Then your position and the position of the Okla- 
homa delegation is that you would object to any legislation which 
would have any study or any plan toward removal of the Osages from 
the Federal trusteeship. 

Senator Monroney. The distinguished Congressman is putting 
words in my mouth. I am trying to say I have not seen the resolution. 
I cannot read the Congressman’s mind. 

Mr. Harrison. I cannot get a “Yes” or “No” answer from you. 

Senator Monroney. I cannot comment on a resolution I have not 
seen. I certainly want to see it before I agree to support any kind 
of a bill. I would like to give it more than casual study. 

Mr. Enexe. The gentleman has seen this. All it does is authorize 
a study. 

It is rather strange, it seems to me, when a tribe of Indians comes 
in here, worth $50,000 or $100,000 a family, and says, “We do not want 
you to study our situation and determine whether or not after 25 years 
or so some change ought to be made.” 

Senator Monroney. This has been studied every year. I do not 
think you can say this thing is going on without study. Certainly, 
with a tribe which has this much assets there is ample study. 
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Mr. D’Ewarr. What date was that book finished ? 

Senator Monronery. It was completed April 30, 1953 

Mr. Enaxe. I would like to know what this book cost the American 
taxpayers. Is this paid for by the American taxpayers? 

Senator Monronry. I do not believe so. Most of that comes out of 
the cost of the Indian Office, and $260,000 of the cost is borne by the 
Indians themselves, and $40,000 is borne by the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Wuarton. Will the Senator yield for just one question ? 

Senator Monronry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Wharton. 

Mr. Warton. You feel your arguments for the Osage Tribe would 
apply to the other 30 or 40 tribes ¢ 

Senator Monroney. I do not think so. I do not know what tribe 
the gentleman has in mind. Each tribe presents a somewhat differ- 
ent problem. 

The point I am trying to make is that we have a problem of a $100 
million trust estate, which is different from the problem of a 150- 
acre hillside farm which is used only for farming, or which may be 
leased out, 

Mr. Wuarrton. Briefly, you are interested in this trust estate. 

Senator Monroney. Yes, sir. We are tinkering with what in com- 
mercial nomenclature would be a corporation with nonnegotiable 
stock. It is operating all the time. These oil rights are producing 
every hour of the day vast oil resources. 

We are under a water flood, which is a highly technical way of not 
leaving 50 percent of the oil unproduced in this reservation. 

I venture to say, sir, that if this bill or the intent of this bill had 
been passed 3 years ago and the Indians had been given this free- 
dom, the water flooding would have been impossible and the leases 
which were then underway would be paying only a very small amount 
or would have been quickly grabbed up by oil speculators, and that 
the water flooding would have been not 25 percent as effective in the 
ultimate recovery of oil. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. If the gentleman would yield, I would like to say 
that we have unitization in other fields around other Indian lands. 
We also have these things in many other oilfields, 

Senator Monroney. Indeed that is true, but I also know the amount 
of royalty that has come forth when these are in sm: - blocks. There 
is unitization in the small fields, where they will have a dozen in any 
one field. In this way you have a complete unitization for one block, 
and the Indians get a better deal. 

Are there any further questions? I do not like to impinge on your 
time. You have been most generous with your time. 

Mr. WestLanp. I would just like to say, Senator, that I am still not 
convinced by quite a bit that a private trust is not equally as good and 
probably better than a Government trust. I believe it is the consen- 
sus of this committee that the Federal Government as much as possible 
should get out of the administration of Indian Affairs and that these 
Indians sshould stand on their own feet and run their own show pretty 
much. I believe this private trust would do that. 

The Senator has mentioned $100 million several times as the reason 
why this should not be done. It seems to me the shoe is on the other 
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foot; that is all the more reason why it should be done, rather than 
if the estate were $25,000 instead of the $100 million. 

We also have other Indian tribes in here who are probably not _— 
as wealthy as this tribe, but who still feel they ought to do this. Those 
people are anxious to run their own affairs. Because of the peculiar 
nature of this you would need a trust, probably, but I believe, unless 
I am convinced otherwise, that a private trust will handle it. 

We have seen the Ford estate and the Rockefeller estate, which are 
certainly as valuable as this, or a great deal more valuable, handled 
by a private trust. Perhaps it is wens as well or maybe even better. 

“Senator Monroney. But I do not believe there would be 8,000 or 
10,000 heirs to the Rockefeller or Ford trusts. 

Mr. WestLanp. Senator, those names must be well known. I imag- 
ine checks go out to them every month, or every so often. 

Senator Monroney. Indeed they do. 

Mr. Westianp. I am sure that anybody who has any interest in this 
profit is well known or has made his name available. 

Senator Monroney. That is true. 

Mr. WestLanp. There should be no difficulty in contacting those 
people. I think that is a very small detail. 

Senator Monroney. Do you think that Congress can make each one 
of those people sign, after you decontrol completely, and remove all 
supervision over the individuals? Do you think the Congress by an 
act can make the individual Indian who has been removed from all 

restrictions and all supervision sign this private trust agreement ? 

Mr. WestLanp. I think if Congress withdrew or if this Osage Tribe 
withdrew from Federal supervision and the tribal council recom- 
mended a private trust that they would be in it. 

Senator Monroney. I am afraid the distinguished Congressman is 
not correct. Once we are decontrolled and pushed out of this I do 
not see how then the tribal council has any jurisdiction whatsoever, 
because the relationship now is the Government to the tribal council 
to the Indians. 

Mr. Enete. Will the gentleman yield? 

Senator Monronery. You are pushing off the cord which binds the 
Government and the tribe and the Indian. I do not know how you 
will make him join and keep down competition from maybe a dozen 
trust estates. Maybe one will offer a quick cash payment to get them 
in, and it may be operated to the exploitation of these people who will 
come in. 

Mr. WestLAnp. Senator, you have already testified here that any 
unrestricted Indian has the privilege of se ling his property now. 

Senator Monroney. The surface rights. 

Mr. WestLanp. The surface rights. 

Senator Monroney. Which are minor compared to the vast oil 
reserve. 

Mr. WestLanp. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. Ener. The gentleman from Washington has made a very 
good point; namely, th: at rich Indians ought to proceed perhaps faster 
toward complete emancipation than others, as regards freedom from 
Federal supervision and control. Rich Indians should proceed faster 
than poor Indians. But the argument is still one point ahead in the 

case presented of where it should be. We are not ar guing the merits 
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now of a resolution on a bill to emancipate the Indians of Oklahoma, 
or the Osage Tribe, and to 4 them under a private trust. We have 
no such bill before us. The bill before us is a direction to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to make a study and propose or report a recom- 
mendation to this committee, at which time all of the arguments which 
have been made will properly be in issue. They are not now properly 
in issue. The question is: Why should you object to a study of it? 

Senator Monronry. Simply because we are included in this group 
of 5 tribes, 4 of which I believe petitioned that they be included. 
This bill comes up and still includes five tribes and still includes the 
complete removal of supervision and control. 

We know from past experience in the Oklahoma delegation that 
you would have a great deal of trouble with that bill, and it might 
mean a long fight. Why should we open the door at this point if 
we are convinced, as the delegation is, that it is bad legislation for 
the people we represent? I do not see any sense in including the 
Osages in this bill, when all you have to do is by amendment strike 
out line 6, page 2. Then we have no objection to the other tribes. 

We are not trying to tell the other tribes what to do, and we are 
not trying to tell Congress what to do about the other tribes. The sit- 
uation we do know about is that we do know the peculiar and unusual 
circumstances involved in the successful operation of a vast oil prop- 
erty. We ask that it not be dissolved by an act of Congress and told 
to go some place and organize a new trust. 

Are there any further questions? I have another committee hear- 
ing on a bill I am interested in. 

Mr. Pitxi0on. Senator, if you are fearful of adjusting the individual 
rights and private rights here on today’s status, how can we look for- 
ward to a decent and proper adjustment of rights in 1984 when it 
must be done, when you will have twice as many heirs and twice as 
many missing heirs and persons who will be concerned with it than 
you have today ¢ 

Senator Monroney. And about one-fiftieth the amount of revenue 
to be concerned with. This oil has finally produced out. The life 
of the field is not that long. 

Mr. Pitxi0on. How long does it take for the secondary water recov- 
ery to produce the oil out of the ground ? 

Senator Monroney. A secondary recovery usually restores some- 
where near the original production. As it is produced in the sec- 
ondary recovery you curve downward. I would guess 20 to 25 years 
from now this will no longer be a problem. The head rights will be 
very little. 

Today, in the midst of this secondary recovery, I think it would be 
a very bad thing. I am afraid that once this bill passes, as the dis- 
tinguished Congressman has said, it is going to raise some questions 
even about the speed with which this secondary recovery is underway. 
It has cost millions to do that. It is not a cheap operation. 

Mr. Pmuit0n. But if the study proved, Senator, that the matter 
could be handled without a loss to the tribe or to the individuals com- 
prising the tribe, you would not object to a study with that thought 
in mind? 

Senator Monroney. I do not see why we are included in there. 
Legislation, as I have always viewed it, has a reason. I have not yet 
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been advised of the reason for the legislation, except that we want 
to get out of the Indian business. I can understand and appreciate 
that. 

Mr. Pitxt0on. Is that not the objective ? 

Senator Monronry. But out of hundreds of tribes we seek out five 
tribes. In that group there are four who want out, whose problems 
are so minute and insignificant in importance to the tribal member- 
ship and the Government that it is good under the rule of minutia 
to get them out. In this case the rule of minutia does not apply. 
The thing you are driving at has occurred; that is, the self-respect- 
ing rights of these peop le to stand as free American citizens. They 
just happen to have a trust estate which the Government has set up 
jointly with them. We would feel it is in the best interests of the 
Government and the Indians not to disturb that. 

Mr. Prxxi0n. If they could be protected you do agree with the over- 
all objective, Senator, that there should be a removal of Federal 
administration of Indian affairs, and they should be permitted to have 
full rights for self-government and integration into our society ¢ 

Senator Monroney. Let me say this: ‘Tf you could bring all of the 
other Indians up to the present stage of responsibility and account- 
ability and education and attainment that the Osages have brought 
themselves to with the Government helping them out as their banker, 
in charge of the trust estate, you would be doing a great service for 
the Indians. But you are taking the most successful operation, that 
has brought about two-thirds of the Indians now completely com- 
petent in this tribe, running their own affairs. You cannot tell one 
from the other. They are first-class citizens. They win awards. 
Here 2 or 3 weeks ago the Women’s National Press Club gave the 
ballerina in New York the award as being an outstanding woman of 
the year, and she was an Osage Indian girl. Joe Mathews is one of 
the most outstanding writers of our time, a graduate of Oxford, and 
a member of the tribe, He is here. 

Those people are attaining what the committee rightfully wants 
them to attain. But we just do not want to blow up and set a dyna- 
mite charge under the trust estate. 

This is just the same as if you had a trust estate for your son, and 
you got that cute little granddaughter who will 30 years from now 
come into an income from your property. 

Mr. Pirxr0n. On the other hand, if their rights are protected they 
certainly do not want to be in the position of being the one tribe 
which is holding back the possibility of giving self-government to 
all the Indians. 

Senator Monronry. There are only five tribes named here, and 
probably a few more in New York and Texas and Florida. There is 
one in Florida, I think. 

We know the Indian tribes. There are lots of them. I think you 
will find some in Oklahoma whose affairs could be handled without 
the involvement of a trust, and they could probably be picked out; 
but certainly let us not single out the one good operation and put a 
dynamite fuse under that. 

Mr. Pixiion. There is no intent to injure or damage these people. 

Senator Monroney. Who is best prepared to know that? The con- 
gressional delegation and the Indians themselves. We hope you will 
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give favorable consideration to our request that the Osages be stricken 
out of this bill. 

Mr. Sartor. Senator, would you permit me to just make a slight 
observation? This reminds me of something which the good Qui ikers 
who live in the eastern part of my State have often expressed. When 
they do not like something that has been proposed they say: “It is 
good for thee and thee and thee, but it is bad for me.” 

Senator Monroney. If the Congress thinks that it is good for the 
United States and good for the Indians of these other tribes, yet I 
think we have shown it is bad for the Os: iges and the ultimate recovery 
of oil, then I suppose we will have to be made a party to it. But I do 
not believe that my legislative experience in a State which under- 
stands and knows the situation gives that answer. I do not believe 
we should be brushed aside in our efforts to protect those people whom 
we are supposed to represent. These are not Pueblo Indians. They 
are not reservation Indians. They are not nomadic Indians. These 
are Indians who are citizens, who have made a success of themselves 
because of their business judgment and that which we have trained 
them to do in business judgment, by telling them, “This is the wrong 
thing to do, to break up the trust estate.’ 

Mr. Enawe. That is a very interesting point, Senator. The last 
statement you made was high evidence that these people ought to row 
their own boat. 

Senator Monroney. If the gentleman feels that way I can only say 
I do not believe he understands the situation. 

Mr. Ener. We have been criticized overseas on our foreign policy 
because we have maintained the Indians in this country in a position 
of wardship and secondary citizenship, with the Federal Government 
maintaining paternalism over these people for a century. Now we 
step up and see a group of people who you admit are good business- 
men, who have capital wealth of about $110 million, and you come 
in and say, “But we still need the paternal hand of the Federal Gov- 
ernment steering our affairs. 

Senator Monroney. No. What the Senator from Oklahoma has 
said is that the Federal Government set up an organization or trust 
estate which has been successfully operated. It has been operated 
successfully for the Government and for the Indians. Had it not set 
up this trust estate you would not be receiving $260,000 of tribal funds 
for the operation of their affairs. It would all be a one-way street, 
with Government funds for Indian hospitals and Indian education 
and all of the wardship you are talking about. 

I think the gentleman should listen, and I believe after he listens 
to these Osage people he will convince himself that this is a continua- 
tion of a trusteeship which by act of Congress was set up to go through 
1984, and that it would be a poor thing now to disturb it. 

Mr. Enate. All I have to say is this: If these people are not ready 
for some sort of action sometime it will be a long time before 
any other Indians throughout the Nation are ready, and we might as 
well forget it. 

As I say, all of this argument that has been going on here is one 
step ahead of the case. All we ask here is, “Let us take a good look 
at it. Let us have a study of it.” And then we can argue the merits. 

Senator Monroney. Why not leave us out, and try it on the four 
others? You would not be risking $100 million. 
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Mr. Ena te. If you leave out the most qualified, richest group, where 
the individuals have the most business acumen, according to your own 
testimony 

Senator Monronery. I am saying a great many of them have that, 
but I would not give a blanket endorsement to the business ability of 
every member of the tribe or every owner of a partial head right who 
happened to be a child or a grandchild of the Indian on the roll in 
1906, 

Mr. Saytor. Now, would you make that same qualification for all 
of the people in Oklahoma, white or Indian, or for the members of 
the human race? Some are good businessmen and some are not. 

Mr. Enete. All over the United States. 

Senator Monroney. Simply because the land was taken away from 
the Indians, the land of this whole country was taken, and the Indians 
were given this right in perpetuity, I think they deserve proper con- 
sideration at the hands of the Government which has displaced them. 

Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Youne. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Young. 

Mr. Younc. When does the Senator feel a study should be made 
of this problem ¢ 

Senator Monroney. I am trying to say that the studies are going on 
continually. I am sure this committee will not be derelict in its 
duty. The Department of Interior and the Osage Office have made 
these studies. 

We do not wish to have a study made with a view to and a declara- 
tion by the Congress that these five tribes singled out are to be freed 
from Federal supervision and control, the Indian tribes and the 
individual members. 

Mr. Younc. You say such a study as this is being made now? 

Senator Monroney. These studies are continually being made. 
This booklet was presented. All of that data is well known. It is 
known in the Indian Office. This is a study with a view to now re- 
porting back, on January 1, 1954, recommendations for such legis- 
lation as will accomplish the purposes of this resolution. And the 
purposes are set out: “Should be freed from Federal supervision and 
control.” 

Mr. Young. Is a study such as this provided for in the resolution 
being made now ? 

Senator Monronry. The condition of the Indians has continually 
been studied. You can study it from now to 1984, and there will be a 
business judgment to be made by the Congress as to whether it is wise 
to disturb a trust estate. 

This is a direction to make a study for 1 purpose, and that is the 
recommendation of legislation for the complete decontrol of these 5 
tribes from all supervision, for the tribes and individuals. Those 
are listed in this bill. There are also a few Indian tribes located in 
five other States. 

Mr. Youne. I do not think the Senator understood my question. 
Is a study being made now, such as provided for in this resolution ? 

Senator Monronry. I presume this is somewhat of a study itself. 
As you hear these Indians you will find out the reason for our pro- 
test. We see no reason for including us in a study if the purpose at 
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this time is as declared by this resolution, which directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to report not later than January 1, 1954, to accomplish 
the purposes of this resolution. 

Mr. Youne. I take it that your answer would be that no such study 
is now being made as provided for in the resolution. 

Senator Monroney. As to the Osage Tribe? 

Mr. Youna. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. We are laying this before the Congress in our 
feeble way, perhaps, but to the ‘best of our ability, to say that the 
issue and the sole issue here is: Does the Government want to walk 
out on its pledged word and sacred trust to handle this trust estate, 
and include us in with the Flathead Tribe of Montana, the Klamath 
Tribe of Oregon, the Menominee Tribe of Wisconsin, and the Poto- 
watamie Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska ? 

Mr. Youne. It would not be walking out on a pledged word; would 
it, if we merely make a study ? 

Senator Monronry. It seems to me, sir, if there was such a study to 
be made, and it was just a study, that would be one thing, but this 
says: 
with a view to recommending such legislation as, in his judgment, may be 
necessary to accomplish the purposes of this resolution. 

The purposes of this resolution are clearly set out, and no one can 
quibble about what they are. The committee knows what they are. 
It is to get rid of this job of any control whatsoever. 

Mr. Youne. I think your study has to have an objective. Just to 
make a study without an objective would be sort of senseless. 

Senator Monroney. It does not say, “with a view to.” It says, 

“shall recommend such legislation as necessary to accomplish the pur- 
poses of this resolution.” 

Mr. Young. Has there ever been a study of the advisability of set- 
ting up a private trust ? 

Senator Monroney. I think probably a study could be made. I 
just do not see why we should disturb a trust that is not only bene- 
ficial to the Indians but has not been disadvantageous to the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. Youne. That may be true. Perhaps a private trust would be 
better ? 

Senator Monroney. I do not believe it is a policy of the Congress 
to try to necessarily do these things. If what the Congressman means 
is that this is socialistic, that the Government is invading the private- 
trust field, let me say that this is a policy and that it is a natural 
responsibility that the Federal Government has I do not see the 
reason for blowing up something that is working, that has worked to 
the benefit of the Indians and, L believe, to the benefit of the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. Youne. There is some question as to the advisability of a pri- 

vate trust versus a governmental trust? You apparently favor the 
governmental trust. 

Senator Monroney. Some of the members asked me about that. 

Mr. Youne. You expressed certain doubts about a private trust. 

Senator Monroney. I certainly do, and I think they are obvious. 

Mr. Youne. I was wondering if any study had been made. 

Senator Monroney. I think the doubts are perfectly obvious. It 
causes legal difficulties. 
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Mr. Youna. They are not obvious to certain members of the com- 
mittee. Possibly a study would bring out the points that you oppose 
in greater detail. Do not think that would be a worthwhile purpose 
of a study / 

Senator Monroney. That is not the purpose of the study. The 
purpose of the study is for one thing only, and that is to, “free from 
Federal supervision and control” the tribes and the individual mem- 
bers named in the bill. 

Mr. Youna. That is if the study reveals it would be advisable. 
There is a difference of opinion now. 

Senator Monroney. It says, “make recommendations for such leg- 
islation as necessary to accomplish the purposes of this resolution.” 

Mr. Youne. But you know of no study having heretofore been made 
on the advisability of a private trust, or whether a private trust would 
accomplish these goals / 

Senator Monroney. I do not think any such study has been made. 
Obviously, if the committee recognizes a trust is necessary then we 
have won 95 percent of the point of our argument. Why change 
the trust unless you want to pass it on to some 8 or 10 or 12 financial 
institutions and pay a much higher fee from the Indians? 

I mean the trust expense, if it is not done by the Government, is 
going to run into 1 or 2 percent a month on the income. It would cost 
much more than that which is now being charged the tribe, which is 
paying $260,000 out of the $300,000 cost of the agency. 

Mr. Youne. That is all the questions IT have. 

Senator Monronry. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Sayzor. Senator, I might say that you have paid this committee 
a great compliment. There ‘has been a lot of legislation come out of 
this committee and people have said they could not understand what 
itmeant. Iam delighted to see it is very obvious what this bill intends. 
We expect to get out of the Indian business. ‘That is the purpose of 
this committee—to get out of the Indian business. 

Senator Monroney. That is right; but I am afraid you are going 
to put a lot of lawyers in the Indian business in a big way and we do 
not want to see them put in. 

Mr. Harrison. At this point I would like to put into the record the 
following information: 

The membership of the Osage Tribe presently numbers about 5,307 
persons. Osage members are located in 295 communities in 35 differ- 
ent States. The largest single group away from the State of Okla- 
homa are located in southern California. 

Only 9 percent of the tribal members are full bloods. Three-fourths 
of the tribal members are less than one-half Indian blood and approxi- 
mately two-thirds are less than one-quarter Indian blood. A continu- 
ing trend of biologic assimilation is apparently well established. 

I also would like to make a part of the record a statement from the 
report with respect to the House resolution authorizing the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs to conduct an investigation of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, pursuant to House Resolution 698, 82d 
Congress, page 29 of that report: 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs has been trying for the past 2 years to work 
out satisfactory withdrawal programs with a number of groups. While our 


results to date have been limited as measured against the total number of tribes 
that will eventually be involved, we have made a start. Our most noteworthy 


owes 
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program has been made on withdrawal programs with approximately 50,000 

Indians in 115 separate bands or tribes in California, and with 43 bands or groups 
I 

of Indians in the Grande Ronde Siletz jurisdiction in western Oregon. Speci 





legislation which is necessary to expedite a complete withdrawal has been pre 
pared in cooperation with the Indians and the States of California and Oregon 
This legislation was introduced in the S2d Congress but was not enacted 
It is our recommendation that it be passed in the Séd Congress 

In addition to the two above groups, the Bureau has initiate lans look 
toward early withdrawal from many other group Foremost among the 
the New York Indians; the Osages of Oklahoma; the Michigan Indians; the tribe 
and bands in western Washington; the Menominees of Wisconsin; the Koote1 
and Salish of the Flathead Reservation in Montana; the Potowatamie, Kickay] 
and Sac and Fox of Kansas 


and so on. 

That shows that the Bureau has a plan under way. I have no 
information at the present time on whetl v the Osages have been 
objecting to that particular study by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. Edmondson, you have another witness at this time. We have 
additional time. We will go through until 12 o’clock, because Mr. 
Saylor, the chairman of the Territories and Insular Possessions Sub 
committee, has relinquished his time. We will be glad to come back 
at 2 o’clock to hear all of those we have not heard this morning. 

Mr. Eomonpson. We appreciate that very much. I wonder if Con 
gressman Belcher, an attorney with experience in Indian law, might 
be heard. 

Mr. Harrison. We would be glad to hear our colleague from 
Oklahoma. 


STATEMENT OF HON. PAGE BELCHER, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 


Mr. Bevcuer. Gentlemen, at the outset I want to express my appre 
ciation to the committee for the opportunity to appear before you. 

I find myself here in a rather peculiar situation. Having prac- 
ticed law for a number of years, I think I can realize when I am 
going up against a stacked deck and when I am going up against an 
antagonistic jury. 

In the first place, apparently somebody has ruffled the feathers 
of this committe, in which I had no part whatsoever, and with which 
I was not in any way connected ; and I do not condone it. 

I appear here only because I believe that the members of this 
committee are heading in the direction I would like to head if I were 
a member of this committee. As the gentleman said, “Get out of the 
Indian business.” 

I want to commend you for having that attitude. 

Now, at the outset, 1f I can, I want to attempt to clear up 2 or 3 
things here which I think might be objectionable in the resolution. 
Certainly, as one individual, I am not going to at any time during 
my statement speak for the Osage Tribe or the Oklahoma delegation. 
What I have to say is based only on my own experience, and I am 
appearing before you as a Member of Congress from Oklahoma. 

One thing I wish to do is to say that this resolution does not merely 
call for a study. If that was all it did it would be different. If there 
were only going to be a study made I would say there should not 
be any objection on the part of anyone as to continually studying the 
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Indian situation. As a member of the Committee on Agriculture 
I know that we continually study the problems of agriculture, but 
we do not pass a resolution telling us to study the corn situation. We 
just go ahead and study the corn situation. 

This resolution, if I understand it, says that it is the sense of 
the Congress that we should remove all controls and supervision over 
the Osage Indian Tribe in Oklahoma, and that the Secretary of the 
Interior is directed to prod uce legislation looking to that. 

Now, gentlemen, just stripped of all verbiage, that is what the 
resolution says. It does not say that there will be a study of the 
Osage Indian problem in Oklahoma to see whether there is legislation 
needed to help get us out of this Indian situation. That would help 
to remove restrictions placed on these Indians which should not be 
placed on them. That makes a first-class citizen out of them, instead 
of a second-class citizen. That removes expense from the taxpayers, 
which the taxpayers are not entitled to spend. 

Certainly there is not a Member of Congress who has been any more 

-areful with the taxpayers’ money than I: and I also commend this 
committee for being care “ful with the t: \xpayers’ money. 

Certainly I think that the Osage Tribe should pay its own way. It 
just so happens that in this situation no man—I do not care if he has 
lived around the Indians all his life, as we in Oklahoma have—can 
understand the Osage problem unless he has lived with it, because the 
Osage problem is com iple tely different. 

Of course, I know how many times a committee has people with 


peculiar problems to appeal before 4t. because some of you centlemen 
have ap ypeared before our committee, where you have said you had a 
peculiar ‘problem i in your district. Sometimes the members of the com- 
mittee cannot see that there is any difference in this problem as com- 
pared to some other problem. But the Osage problem is peculiar 


because shia Ghoeepnan nt itself set up a pooled royalty interest. It put 
those Indians in the position they are in today. It got them into this 
situation in which they find themselves. Now to run aw ay and leave 
them is toc omple tely wreck the entire Osage se tup. 

I agree with my vood friend over here. If there were any way to 
operate 1 private trust certainly I would be in favor of a private trust 
over a Government trust at any time. Iam just a free-enterprise man 
enough to believe inthat. But if there isa lawyer on Capitol Hill who 
is smart enough to set up a trust for 5,339 people, including minors, 
heirs, and everything else, under the laws of any State or the Federal 
Gove enanenit, he certainly is smarter than I am or anybody I have 
ever talked to. because when the Federal Government would take off 
all the restrictions on the Indians and on the tribal council there would 
be just 5.339 units, or however they are numbered. Every one of them 
would have a separate interest. Every minor could not even enter into 
a trust agreement, because under the laws of the State of Oklahoma he 
could not. He would not be permitted to. The guardian would not 
be permitted to put that interest in any kind of a trust he wished. 
There would be no way on earth to ever lease this land. 

As the gentleman from Wyoming said: “What you mean is, it could 
be set up but you do not want to take that much time.’ 

If any of you have ever had any experience with oil land, where you 
have only 40 or 50 interests, where you tried to get a lease, you would 
understand that with 5,300 there just would not be any way you could 
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do it. You could not possibly take enough time. It would be wholly 
and completely impossible to set up the private trust. 

I do not know what the final solution is going to be, and I do not 
object to your making a study of it. 

Mr. Encie. Will the gentleman J ield to me? 

Mr. Beicuer. Surely. 

Mr. Ener. Would you object to our study? 

Mr. Betcurr. Nota bit. But I do object to your telling the Depart- 
ment down there, “We think this ought to be destroyed, and you 
provide the ax to destroy it with.” 

That is all the resolution Says. 

Mr. Harrison. May I say to the gentleman that there is nothing in 
this resolution which says it should be destroyed. 

Mr. Beicuer. It says they should be removed from all restrictions, 
and you are directing that. 

Mr. Harrison. That is different from the word “destroyed.” 

Mr. Bevcurer. Well, maybe. We will not say “destroyed.” But 
what do you do in a trust when you dissolve it? Let us say you 
dissolve it. Let us say you get rid of it. 

Mr. Harrison. It does not say to dissolve it. 

Mr. Beicuer. It says to remove all restrictions, 

Mr. Harrison. Let us stick to the wording of the resolution. 

Mr. Beicurr. It does not say to dissolve it, but how can you remove 
the restrictions without dissolving it? Ido not see any way to remove 
those restrictions without dissolving that trust. 

Mr. Enate. It says “remove all disabilities and limitations.” 

Mr. Betcurr. That dissolves the trust. 

Mr. Enere. I do not know whether you would call it a disability 
to remove the trust or not. Is the trust a disability? Whether it is 
or not, the general import of this legislation is to move the United 
States Government in the direction of getting out of the Indian 
business. 

Mr. Betcurr. With that I am in accord. 

Mr. Enoir. Putting these people completely on their own. 

Mr. Betcner. With that I am in accord. 

Mr. Encore. With that general view in mind and without prejudice 
to any particular tribe, d entleman see any reason why we 
should not study both the desirability of it in particular cases and 
also the practical] Way of doing it in particular cases ¢ 

Mr. Betcuer. No. 

Mr. Enoie. That is the question. All ot this argument \ hie] woes 
to the merits of the Osage Tribe’s position and its trust fund is prop- 
erly deferred until recommendations, if any, detrimental to that tribe 
are made, 

Mr. Betcuer. Why is it that they remove them / 

Mr. Encte. If I were presiding over a court I would rule you all 
out of order. You ought to talk upon the issues of this legislation, 
which is the propriety of the study of the problem for the purpose 
of attaining at some time or other the general objective of getting the 
Federal Government out of the Indian business. 

Now, if you have any objection to that I wish you would talk about 


eS tiie 


it. 
Mr. Bevcuer. All right. 
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Mr. Enorir. Otherwise you are just wasting time here. 

Mr. BeLcuet thought that to start with. 

Mr. Eneur. This committee is not passing on the merits. 

Mr. Betcurr. Let 1 ret} xht back to this point. 

Maybe I cannot read, where it says “remove from Federal supe 
visio 

It does not say t dy it. Itsays that it is the sense of Congress 
that it should be done. \re you not making a decision before you 
have heard the merits? 

Mr. Encir. You know we ought to get out of the Indian business. 

Mr. Beicuy You say it should be done 


Mr. Enoeie. The only way to get out of the Indian business is to 


Mr. Bertcuer. You sav it the sense of Congress right now, This 


today you are pa o¢ the resolution. 

Mr. Harrtson. No, Mr. Belcher. That is not right. We say, “It 
is the policy of Congress, as rapidly as possible- -” That may be to- 
morrow and that may be 20 years from now. There is nothing say- 
ng it shall be done mediately. All we ask is that the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs rep and give us something to work on. 


( 


Mr. Bevccuer. I agree with the gentleman from California. 
[r. Harrison. You are anticipating that the Bureau of Indian 
irs. when it makes this report, is TOIND to come up and sav. “We 


1 
1°] 
i 


uld abolish this trust fund mmediately. 

You can just as ¢ ily vo the other way and think that they will 
e before us and Vv. “Here 1 trust fund enacted by Congress, 
we cannot do a g¢ about it.” You can reason that way just 


Mr. Beccuer. Just a moment. Yesterday I voted for a resolution 
that said that it was the sense of the Congress that Red China should 
not be admitted to the United Nations. When I voted for that I 
meant to say that I was directing whatever influence I had toward the 
refusal of their admittance. I did not say to study it; I said to refuse 


Phat is what you said when you voted for that resolution. 

Whe I vote for a resol tion which says it is the sense of Congress 

‘thing shall be done, I am expecting that department to act, 

| not be voting for the resolution. I think that the emphasis 
C 


going to be put on the argument that the Congress is saying, “Get 


whole lot of this goes to the merits, but I do not want this resolution 


O f business. Get this trust fund removed 
ivbe not ] ivree W th the ve tleman from California, that 
lo 
to foreclose a hearing on the merits. I do not want the Congress to 
say before they have heard it that this is what they want to do. I 
nk this re olution SAYS al the very be cimning th it if is the sense that 


1 


this should be dissolved. 
‘dissolved’ you can Sa) that it should be 
tur ed loose and ovotten rl | of. If that resolution dloes not say that. 
| cannot read. But I understand it does say it should be dissolved 
l taken out of Government supervision entirely. 
Anybody who knows anything about the Osage situation knows 
that that would be a calamity at this time. 
Mr. Enerr. Do you think that the present situation should con 


nue in perpetuity 


lf vou do not want to say 


‘ 
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Mr. Betcuer. I do not necessarily think that, but I do think that 
regardless of what happens, if you remove the restrictions now, you 
are going to create a serious calamity and the greatest scandal that 
has ever come about. 

Mr. Encie. I want tos iy that I would certainly listen to my friends 
mn Oklahoma on that, as to the merits of the proposition, when it 

up, but it is not up. All we are saying is, “Can we not study it?” 
We have turned loose a hornet’s nest here. 

Mr. Bevcuer. I think you are probably right. I think this: If 

the resolut on. in the beginning would have said that we ask the De- 


partment of the Interior to make a study of the entire Indian situa- 
tion it would be different. I do not care if you got down to these 
tribes. This is one thing. But when it says that it is the sense of 


Congress that we should turn them loose, I think you are telling the 
Department of the Interior to bring up a bill. 

Maybe not. Maybe that is not the intention of the committee. I 
think that if that was made completely clear, that it was merely a 
study of what could be done with it, then I think that the argument 
that has been going on here this morning does properly go to the 
merits of the case. 

I would hate to have to come back and say, “The committee has 
already passed on that proposition when they told the Department 
of the Interior to bring up a bill.” 

I still do not believe that you gentlemen understand the situation. 
I think ce rtainly any one of you who knows me knows that there is 
not a Me mb r of u ongress who would be any more in favor of a pri- 
vate trust or free enterprise and getting the Indians out from under 
re tri ‘tions and getting them out from under the Indian Commission 
and gt tting rid of the bureaucrac y any more than I am. 


In s particular proposition IT know that it would be a calamity, 
and that is the reason I told you in the beginning that I find myself 
In a pe tliat ituation here L certainly hope that the m mbers of 


the committee will thoroughly and completely study this matter, and 
if this resolution is passed I certainly hope that the committee will 
* the Interior that they are not 
telling them ahead of time to come down with a bill to ask for this 
to be done. 

Mr. Sartor. Mr. Belcher, suppose they do come down with a bill 
that Says to lissolve the trust. At that time anybody who thinks that 
legislation which they have penne is wrong will have every oppor- 
tunity in the world to be heard. 

Mr. Bevcuer. T think that is right, but you know the power of a 
Department downtown that comes down here back of a propositior ‘ 
If this committee here wants to continue to st uly it, that is different. 

[ might say right now that I have complete confidence in this com- 
mittee. I know that if and when you have thoroughly studied the 
Osage Indian situation you are going to come up with the same 
thought that I have, because I think I know the reasoning of all of 
you gentlemen. I know that in the main your objective is my 
ob jective. 

I know that if anybody can ever thoroughly understand the Osage 
situation, who has not lived with it, he will come to that conclusion. 

There was a time down there when every time those Indians got one 


mate it clear to the Department oT t 
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of those checks they bought a new Cadillac. To turn that thing loose 
all at one time is going to create troubles. In the first place, it will 
create the greatest partition suit in all history. It will create untold 
litigation. It will create untold scandals. And a lot of people are 
going to be cheated out of their money. 

That situation is going to exist. I think the time may come when 
all of this oil is exhausted, consequently, when the restrictions would 
all be removed and it would not make any difference. 

Somebody said awhile ago that a family which had $100,000 worth 
of income certainly was smart enough not to need a trust fund. I just 
call your attention to the tact that the people of that sort make the 
trust funds. The people who have money make trust funds, and not 
people who do not have money. A man on relief does not need to set 
up a trust fund to protect the interests of his children, but a man with 
$100,000 might need to set up a trust fund to protect the interests of 
his children. 

Certainly you need a trust fund for people with property and not 
for those without property. In my opinion there is absolutely no 
way of setting up a private trust fund. In the first place, whether it 
would work or not would be an immediate question. I do not think 
there is any way on earth you could set it up. 

Did you have a question, Mr. Saylor? 

Mr. Saytor. Mr. Belcher, am I correct that on page 97 of this field 
report of the Bureau of Indian Affairs on the Osage people and their 
trust property it indicates that there are 2,475 living persons who are 
the owners of shares? 

Mr. Breicuer. 2.475? I thought there were about 2,200 head rights 
which had been divided into about 5,300 interests. 

Mr. Sayuor. This states: “As of March 15, 1953,” there are 2,475 
living persons having head rights. 

Mr. Bevconer. And 2,565 undistributed estates. 

Mr. Saytor. 2,565 undistributed estates. 

Mr. Betcuer. Which amounts to about 5,300. I think you will 
find the figure is 5,300, because there is more than 1 heir in some 
estates. 

Mr. Saytor. That comes to 5,040. 

We are sorry to inform you that if every Indian were involved in 
a lawsuit in Oklahoma it would only be one-third of the size of a case 
we already have in California which is before this committee. 
We do not want to say that if 5.040 people sued it would not be a 
big lawsuit, but we also have a precedent for suing 15,000, so it will 
not be the largest lawsuit. 

Mr. Bevcuer. It would be a good lawsuit. I would surely like to 
have it, as any of you attorneys would like to have it. I would like 
to be the attorney for the first plaintiff, at least. 

Mr. Priui0on. In order to get medical, dental, nursing, and hospital 
services, or to get an automobile, why should it be necessary for a 
member of the trust fund to go to the agency and file an application 
and have a welfare worker look them over? Why is that necessary ? 

Mr. Brucner. I did not know that it was. 

Mr. Prtui0N. I am just reading from the record. 

Mr. Bertcner. I did not know that the Osages had any hospitals 
at all. 





Or 
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Mr. Prion. On pages 100, 102, and 104 it states what an individ- 
ual does if he wants a definite sum to provide health service for him- 
self or dependent members of his family. On page 103 it states what 
is necessary if he wants to purchase an automobile. It gives what 
the individual does, what the agency does, and what the trustee does. 
It seems to me that is a matter of self-government. 

Mr. Betcuer. I think it is. I agree. I am not asking for a hand- 
out for these Indians. 

Mr. Pituion. Mr. Belcher, I am not at all convinced that there is 
not a legal means by which the interests of these people can be pro- 
tected, if they so desire. 

Mr. Betcuer. If the gentleman will write me a brief setting that 
forth, which will show a practical way that can be done, I will be glad 
to have it. 

Mr. Pinion. I think we can put it right in this bill and ask the 
Department to go into it. Iam quite sure it can be done. 

Mr. Betcuer. I do not think it is a bad thing to make a study of it, 
and I do not think that studies have not been made to get that into a 
private trust. There is no argument about it. There are a lot of 
people who would like to see those interests made negotiable, because 
a fellow from New York telephoned yesterday and said, “If that bill 
passes I am in the market for head rights.” 

Do not think that a lot of people would not like to get those head 
rights out from under the restrictions, so they would be negotiable, 
because there would be a good market for them. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. Would you mind giving the name and address of that 
person in New York? 

Mr. Betcuer. What did you say? 

Mr. D’Ewart. Would you mi ind giving the name and address of 
that person in New York? ’ 

Mr. Betcuer. I do not know if I can get the name of the man. 

It is a perfectly legal proposition. I think not only that man but 
lots of others would be glad to buy head rights, because they are good 
investments. 

Mr. Youne. Did you say a study had been made on the possibility 
of setting up a private trust ¢ 

Mr. Beicurr. Yes; I think the possibilities of setting up a trust 
have been studied over the years by lawyers in Oklahoma. 

Mr. Youne. Have any studies been made by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs? 

Mr. Betcuer. No; I do not think so. I do not know whether they 
have done that. 

Mr. Youna. Do you not think that in itself would be a good reason 
for having the resolution passed to study this? 

Mr. Bexcuer. I think it is all right for the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
or the Department of Interior or this committee to make any kind of a 
study on earth concerning Indian affairs. I want to be completely 
clear on that. The only thing I am objecting to is a resolution to the 
Department stating, “Draw up a bill and get it out and get rid of 
this.” 

If that is not the intention and it will not be so interpreted down- 
town. that is one thing. I think it would be. 
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If I were the Secretary or the head of the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
ind got that resolution I would think they did want us to get those 
Osage Indians out, and I would start preparing some kind of legisla- 
tion to do it. I would think I would be directed by the Congress to 
do it. 

Maybe not. Maybe that does not mean that. 

Mr. YOUNG. Does It not say to investigate as rapidly as possible ? 

Mr. Beicner. It does not say to investigate as rapidly as possible. 
it says it is the sense of Congress it should be done. 

Mr. Youne. That is interesting. The departments have never been 
o subservient to the wishes of Congress in ge ‘tting out of the Indian 
business before that they would rush up here with a bill to accomplish 
just that. They have op yposed many of the bills we have before the 
committee here. When they honestly oppose them they appear and 
tell us. 

Mr. Betcner. This is the first time this administration will be 
saying to the new administration, “We want to get out.” 

1 do not know what they would be trying to do. 

Mr. Youna. We are trying to express to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs that it is the consensus of the committee and the C ongress to 
get out of the business. It looks like a study should be made. You 
are precluding even an investigation. 

Mr. Harrison. | might point out that both party platforms pro- 
vided for more or less the same thing. 

Mr. Bexcuer. I think that is right. I think as far as possible 
the Osage Indians probably monid get out of the Indian business 

far as it is humanly possible. I do not think the Osages are ob- 
ecting to that. ae 

[ think to completely remove them from and destroy the trust 

d would beacalamity. That is my position. 

\re there any other questions? 

Mr. Wuarron. We understand this resolution would have no ob- 

tion as far as you are concerned if, on line 6, page 2, the Osage 
Pribe should be deleted from the resolution 

Mr. Be.curr. None whatever. But keep in mind one thing: There 

68 other tribes in Oklahoma, at least that many, outside the 


Osacr I think that we have almost half the Indian population of 


the United States. 
Mr. D’Ewarr. Would you like for us to put in some of those other 
? bh Sf 
Mr. Beucuer. I would not be 1 positi on to pick oul particular 
bes which should be inserted, wry if this committee feels there are 


tribes that studies should be made on, and if it is Se a study, 
there would be no object ion. 

[ am of opinion th: ut the Osage problem, due to the peculiar type 
of prob lem it is. should be more or less of a separate study. I think 
the majority of the rest of our Indian tribes could come under a gen- 


eral study of Indian affairs because they more or less have the same 
problems, and so forth, but I think the Osage — is a oonepraeens 
separate proposition. They have privileges th: no other tribe has. 


They have problems that no ether tribe has. T ~A are a separate and 
distinet problem in themselves. 

I thought it is better to delete this and then, if vou want to make 
a study, have hearings, or have the department downtown or any- 
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body else make a study of the Osage problem itself, I think that 
would be perfectly all right. 

Mr. D’Ewarr This committee has been studying Indians for a 
hundred years, 50 years, anyway. It is one of the oldest committees 
of C /ONTeSS. 

Mr. beicuer. That is right. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. And while there are certain peculiar situations in 
regard to the Osages, you will find peculiar situations with every 
tribe. Each one of them has a se parate treaty with the Government. 
The New York Indians are as distinct in their treaty rights as the 
Osage Indians in theirs, and the ones in California are as much differ- 
ent from the rest of the country as are the Osages or the New York 
Indians, and so you are wrong when you say that because this tribe is 
peculiar they should be treated separately. All tribes are peculiar 
because of their treaties. 

Mr. Beicuer. You cannot treat all tribes together. 

Mr. D’Ewarrt. Because of economic conditions and because of their 
social conditions, and so forth. You can single out any tribe that 
you want, or any group, and you will find there are those peculiar 
situations, just as for the Osages. 

Mr. Bevcuer. I think that is right. That is one reason why I 
think they should be studied on a separate basis and not with a 
collection. 

Mr. Harrison, Do you suppose that because all other tribes are 
peculiar they should be separated? There is nothing in this resolu- 
tion to or ent them from being studied by themselves. 

Mr. Beicuer. I am not going to argue with you gentlemen. You 
thoroughly understand the Indians. I am satisfied with that. But 
I realize if I had never had any contact with the Osages and based 
all my experience on other Indians, or if I lived in some other State 
in the Union, I would have a different picture than I have now because 
of my familiarity with the Osage problem. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. Let me remind you,that Toby Morris was chairman 
of this committee for sometime, and I think he knew the Osage situa- 
tion. He educated the members of this committee quite thoroughly 
with regard to them. 

Mr. Bevcuer. ‘Toby Morris represented a district down there as far 
from the Osage Indians as it is possible to get. While I do not care 
to argue with Toby Morris, yet all of his life was spent among a 
completely different group of Indians than the Osages. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. os he did know something about the Osages. 

Mr. Bexcuer. I do not deny that. I do not doubt that he knew 
something about the Osages. All of you know something about the 
Osages, and anybody who does know something about the Osages 
will 1 not be for the removal of this trust fund and be for just turning 
it loose. I know that, whether it is Toby Morris or a Congressman 
from any other district. No Congressman is going to vote to bring 
that calamity about if he thoroughly understands it. 

I feel that you gentleman are going to thoroughly understand 
before you make a move. 

Mr. Asprnaut. Are you in favor of a program that would look for- 

yard to 1984 to a determination of governmental trust and the elimi- 

nation of wardship for the Osage Indians? 
3739153 6 
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Mr. Betcuer. Personally, I do not want to speak for the tribe, 
or the members of the Oklahoma delegation, but I think that at any 
time it is practical to liquidate, or do anything with that trust 
fund, I think that it should be done. TI do not think that it is prac- 
tical at this time. I do think it will be practical by 1984. By that 
time these interests will be of such little value it will not make any 
difference. 

You understand the surface rights are not involved in the trust 
funds at all; only the mineral rights. Probably by that time most 
of the mineral value will have been so thoroughly extracted it will not 
make a great deal of difference how it is handled, but at the present 
time it makes a lot of difference how it is handled. 

Mr. Asprnaxy. I did not ask you about the present time. T am 
asking you what your feeling is about 1984. That is what I want 
to know. 

Mr. Bevcuer. I think that they should look forward to the liquida- 
tion by 1984, if there is any way on earth possible to do it. I do not 
think it should ever be liquidated if it will cause a calamity. 1 
think that it should be eliminated whenever practical. That is my 
position. 

Mr. Harrison. IT would like to clear something up for the record, 
the statement that Oklahoma has approximately half of the Indians. 
Oklahoma has 57,923. Arizona has 93,374. California has 38,650. 
So Oklahoma does not have quite half of the Indian population of the 
United States. 

Mr. Bevcuer. I will not debate that question. I will say that the 
Osage Tribe is in Oklahoma, and that is the one that we are talking 
about. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Edmondson, do you have anyone else? 

Mr. Epmonpson. There are some Members of Congress here and 
some tribe representatives. 

Mr. Harrison. I would like to hear the Members of Congress first. 

Mr. Epmonnson. Congressman Steed is here, and T am proud to 
present him. 


STATEMENT OF HON. TOM STEED, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 


Mr. Sreep. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I want 
to join with my colleagues in expressing our appreciation of your 
kindness in letting us come here to present our views on this matter. 
Since the issue has been rather thoroughly debated and the facts and 
fancy have been gone into in some detail, I think I can state my posi- 
tion very briefly. 

From the remarks that I have heard this morning I do not believe 
that | interpret this bill the same way some others do. Because of the 
interpretation that I have of it, and the information and knowledge 
I think I have of this particular tribe and its problems, I would just 
like to make this statement: 

If this Resolution 108 were amended to eliminate the Osage Tribe, 
| would have no objection to its passage. If the Osage Tribe is left 
in the resolution I would feel compelled to do everything that I can 
to prevent its passage. 

Mr. Sayvor. Again, the Quaker adage is applicable. 
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Mr. Sreep. I have no disagreement with what I think is the funda 
mental principle and goal that you gentlemen want to achieve, but I 
think this is a case where the result may be, if this is permitted to go 
on through, where you would be killing these people with kindness and 
good intentions. 

I think a serious mistake is going to be made if Congress enters 
into this matter at this time insofar as the Osages are concerned. 

Mr. EyMonpson. Congressman Wickersham from Oklahoma is here. 


STATEMENT OF HON. VICTOR WICKERSHAM, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 


Mr. Wickersnam. With reference tothe (Jui ikers IT should like LO Say 
that I am a descendant of the qu akers and they are the first peop le 
to have dealt with the Indians, And if all the people would deal in 
the same manner with the Indians as the Quakers did, we would be 
| leased. 

In Oklahoma we have about half of the tribe. That is what the 
member preceding me intended to say and the thought that he in 
tended to ¢ ‘onvey to the committee. Actually about 35 percent of the 
Indian population i isin the State of Oklahoma. 

I regard the members who have been on this committee very highly. 
Mr. D’Ewart spoke ot my predecessor, a nan who served quite well, 
Toby Morris. I think that he knew the Indian situation, but 1 doubt 
if he has been in Tulsa 10 times in his life. Furthermore, he is not here 
today to give his ideas. If he were here I think he would tel] you that 
the Indians in Osage County have a peculiar situation, and also the 
Osage Indians in the area, not just in the county. 

Indians were the first ones in the United States when we cume here. 
I think that we owe some consideration to them and their own ideas. 
Furthermore, I think some consideration should be given to the entire 
Oklahoma delegation which is in accord 100 percent, the House and 
Senate Members, including our Republican friends from Tulsa, Mr. 
Belcher, who is quite aware of the needs, Tom Steed, Carl Albert and 
Ed Edmondson and Senators Monroney and Kerr, all of whom repre 
sent the Osage area, comprising quite a large territory. 


We have had some rather outstanding Indians in Oklahoma. ‘The 
greatest athlete in the world was Jim Thorpe from Tom Steed! s s area— 
a Choctaw. Then there was General Tinker. Tinker Field in Okla 


homa is named after him. We have had many other outstanding 
Indians, including Will Rogers of Oklahoma. However, not all 
them are as smart as those few Indians. They are just like some of us. 
Some of us are not as smart as others. 

[ should like to say this about the trust, turning this over to a private 
trust: We have to be very careful lest we get something back in the 
trust funds like the old Teapot Dome days. My great une le, Gee rge W. 
Wickersham, was Taft’s Attorney General. He helped to prosecute 
those fellows. We have had some trusts in Oklahoma, including the 
center of this Osage territory. I recall a few years ago the Exchange 
National Trust in Oklahoma, one of the biggest trust companies in the 
country, went broke, and there is a possibility in the future, with this 
depression heading our way, that we might have some other trust com- 
panies going broke. 
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Mr. Westianp. Will the gentleman yield there?’ What indication 
do you have that a depression is heading our way / 

Mr. WickersHam. The indications to me are very similar to what 
they were along about 1929 at the time we had the crash. We 
have had a serious drought in the Southwest. The Dust Bow] are 
is starting to boil again. The locusts have come and gone. 

Mr. Westianp, You are confining that to your area? 

Mr. WickersHam. Not only our area, but a considerable area of this 
country. The information that I get from wholesalers and retailers 
is that people have tightened up and tightened up considerably. In 
Oklahoma 35 percent of the land that is due to be planted in cotton 
cannot even be planted. Fifty percent of the remainder of the cotton 
was planted but will not amount to very much. We have failed in 3 
lifferent crops in the last 3 years. We have a serious drought, not 
only in Oklahoma but throughout this country, and it is even in our 
back door, which is right here in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Wesrianp. I would like to get this in the record here, that there 
is no indication of any depression approaching, according to all busi- 
hess records. 

Mr. WickrersHam. The business records will also be made for the 
future, and I am fearful, though I am an optimistic sort of fellow, that 
we are heading for a depression. 

Now, with reference to this right of the Indians, it has been made 
to appear here that the Indians in the Osage area are quite rich. They 
have only about a $2,000 annual income per headright, and that is to 
be divided. This afternoon that will be gone into. 

This resolution does more or less predetermine this committee’s atti- 
tude, and it does relate to these five tribes, and I think if the Osages 
could be deleted it would not be so bad. A contract was made back 
in 1908 and was supposed to run to 1984. 

There is other information that I would like to give to this com- 
mittee, but I think that Congressman Edmondson has made a good 
suggestion. Former Congressman Disney lives in this area and has 
all his life. He ably represented these Indians in Congress for 18 
vears and I think the members of the committee that were here when 
he was here will admit that there is no more conservative, Democrat 
or Republican, than he, and I would like to turn the remainder of my 
time over to Mr. Edmondson so that he may give some time to our 
former colleague, Mr. Disney. 

Mr. Epmonnsown. It is a pleasure to present to the committee a man 
probably well known to you all, a man from whom I have the highest 
regard, who formerly represented eight of the counties in my district, 
former Congressman Wesley Disney. 


STATEMENT OF WESLEY DISNEY, FORMER MEMBER OF CONGRESS 


Mr. Disney. I want to address some of my remarks to the question 
that you asked Congressman Westland. I am sorry that I am called 
at a time when Congressman Miller and Congressman Engle are not 
present. I should like to have engaged in a little colloquy with them. 

Now as to this Quaker quotation, a man always quakes before he 
goes before a jury that has sort of already made up its mind. 

Mr. Harrison. May I say to the witness I think that there have 
been some statements made regarding the feelings of the committee 
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which were not talled for. This committee has always been open- 
minded. We have tried to say we have no such intention in our minds. 
We would much prefer, I think, not to be accused of having made our 
minds up. Our minds are very much open. 

Mr. Disney. Very well. May I have a copy of the resolution ? 

For the committee, even though you may be open-minded, and I 
hope you are and believe you are, we are all subject to our own limi- 
tations. 

Now, this resolution comprises really three sentences: 

It is declared to be the sense of Congress that, at the earliest possible time * * * 
that all of certain tribes in certain States, and these five tribes are 
designated— 
should be freed from Federal supervision and control and from all disabilities 
and limitations specifically applicable to Indians. 

If that does not include it being the sense of Congress that these 
disabilities and limitations include the restricted Indians, I do not 
read the English language correctly. 

The second declaration is: 

It is further declared to be the sense of Congress that, upon release of such 
tribes and individual members thereof * * * 
and so forth— 
the primary was to serve any Indian tribe and individual Indians freed from 
Federal supervision should be abolished. 

In other words, you are going out of the Indian business. You will 
be in the Indian business in this committee a hundred years from now 
to some extent. The old Indian problem is a matter of evolution. 

Finally, the real judgment of the committee goes down to this last 
sense of Congress that an investigation should be made to carry out 
two suggestions which you have already declared to be the sense of the 
Congress. That is what you direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
do—to make an investigation to carry out these first two problems 
where you declare the sense of Congress—and if the resolution passes 
a multitude of men in the House will vote for it without having any 
concept of what it contains. It is a declaration of the sense of Con- 
gress, and the sense of Congress in getting out of the Indian business 
we Will see in all its phases as time goes on. 

Let me give you a concrete illustration that seems to me to be a good 
one. The Five Civilized Tribes are composed of the Cherokees, the 
Choctaws, the Chickasaws, the Seminoles, and the Creeks. None of 
them had the wisdom to maintain their oil rights in common, and the 
Dawes Commission at the turn of the century made provisions for the 
allotment of land to the individual Cherokees and Creeks. 

By the way, they had a republican form of government. They had 
apr incipal chief whom they elected and the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives and a supreme court and judges, and the Cherokees elected 
a principal chief, and the Choctaws and the Chickasaws called them 
governors, but they maintained a principle of government that runs 
through our Federal system. 

“ach one of those Cherokees and Creeks was allotted his land and 
when oil came in on it it was his oil. He was not restricted by the 
other members of the tribe and we do not hear so much about it 
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becaus se there was not such a vast quantity of oil produced except in 
the Creek country, as was produced in the Osage country. 

Now, there have been sever: . wavs of suggesting — Indian prob- 
lem can be solved. Shortly be fore the Civil War the Secretary of 
War wrote the proper way to do it was by liquid: ry believe it or 
not. There are letters in the files that indicate that very thing. But 
it has come about as a matter of evolution. 

Now, did the allotment to the Cherokees and the Creeks settle wis 
problem ¢ Not on your life. The law now is that the President shall 
appoint a chief. There is a Cherokee chief and a Choctaw chief. 
There are a lot of little tidbit matters that have to be settled. I do not 
know whether your Indian Department add to those problems or not. 
I think that they add to them. 

When I was in Congress we did not have any welfare department in 


the Indian Bureau. That has grown up like a big mushroom 
spread all over the lot. You ean stop that very easily. 

But there is a serious prob lem here when you take a resolution into 
Congress declaring it to be the sense of the Congress that tlie 
restrictions all go Of. When these restrictions all 20 off this tena: 


} ] 


in common of these oil rights become individual. When it becomes 
individual, 1 there arises the question posed by Mr. Westland 
what — a private trust? Well, I would be included in that. 1) 
Osages cannot se 1] their headrights. It is linpossib le for them to make 
a conveyance of their headrights, but when they die they are inherited 
anda they can get into the hands of white pe ople. 

I have a 0.01996 interest in headrights acquired in a tidbit matter 
with reference to a fee. Now, with a removal of the restrictions, that 

ld turn me loose to file a partition suit, as Mr. Belcher suggested. 
With a small interest I could file a partition suit, and would not you 
revel in bringing receiver for oy $120 million or maybe $350 million 
worth of property’ You are putting your hands into a hornet’s 
nest, I think. With reference to a private trust, Ll wonder who would 
want it, and I wonder how extensive it would be. With that trifling 
interest that I have, I should not agree to a private trust if I could 
possibly avoid it. I see trouble. As it is, after a while I will start 
getting a little check once in a while. And it goes on automatically 
under this very wise system that the Osages inaugurated back in 
1906. 

Historically, John Palmer was an Omaha Indian. When the Osages 
owned about two-thirds of Missouri, about two-thirds of Arkansas, 
nearly all of Oklahoma and Kansas, he drifted down that way to St. 
Paul, Kans., and became acquainted with the Osages and was adopted 
by the Osage Tribe. He became a lawyer, was a very learned man, 
and the Osages believed in what he said. When he was a kid he 
was a horse jockey. So was Charlie Curtis, an Indian. They were 
intimate friends, so that gave him influence, or an acquaintance here 
in Washington, and he worked out this tenancy in common of these 
oil rights. 


wou 


Now, it was wise, I think. It is a complicated thing for Congress, 
but it is wise “3 these Indians. Nei arly every one of the Creeks 
have dispos sed of their lands. Th ey do not have any oil property 
now. Automatic ally the Osages are required to keep it. They can- 
not even sell it. About the only way they can rid tiuceuntives ot 


it is to die and let their heirs sell it through the county court. 
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Now, a private trust would be, to my mind, a very expensive thing 
and something that would be very undesirable. I have given it a 
lot of thought. 

The wisest lawyer I know would have an awful lot of difficulty 
in preparing a private trust that would hold any water. I doubt 
that kind of scheme. It has been suggested that a corporation be 
organized and that each holder of an interest in a headright should 
have stock in the corporation according to his rat able interest. But 
if you take the restrictions off you turn them loose to dispose of it. 

Mr. Harrison. Could not those restrictions be placed in your 
corporation 4 

Mr. Disnry. Why take them off now and put them back in after 
another struggle before the committee ? 

Mr. Harrison. I do not think we intended to take them off. All 
we want is some plan. 

ir. Disnry. I do not believe if you go into a private trust you 
ean have the same restrictions. 

Mr. Harrison. We are not trying to take anything away from 
the Indians. We think that there can be some plan evolved that can 
take the Federal Government out of the Indian business. 

Mr. Disney. I think the Federal Government could get out of the 
Indian business by a process of evolution. 

Mr. Harrison. Let me say there that im 1800 we spent $31 for a 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. In 1950 we spent $74 million. 

Emplovees in 1864 were 97. In 1953, 12,633. I think there is quite 
a bit of evolution there. 

Mr. Disney. In 20 or 30 vears there will be more employed unless 
this Congress stops 1t. 

Mr. Harrison. That is exactly what we are trying to do, 

Mr. Disney. You cannot stop it this way, in my judgment, by creat 
ing a situation that causes a conflict that would inevitably ensue when 
vou release their restrictions and say—go form a private corporation 
ora trust. You cannot work that out, in my judgment. I think, 
if I may criticize your resolution a little bit, it is a mistake for this 
committee that now realizes the complications that are in the Osage 
matter, to put in a resolution that it 1s the sense of the Congress that 
som r so. If that is done. as Tsaid awhile ago, a vast number of men 
will vote for it just because it comes out of the committee. They will 
accept your word for it. It would not be the sense of Congress liter 
ally because they do not know about this Osage situation. You people 
are the only folks in Congress that will know about the Osage situation 
and what is involved. To make it the sense of Congress the restric 
tions should be removed and all disabilities out, it seems to me, will 
get vour hands into a hornet’s nest and cause trouble rather than 
avoid it. 

Mr. Savior. Would you be in favor of this resolution if on page 2, 
lines 5 and 6, the Osage Tribe of Oklahoma were stricken out ? 

Mr. Disney. I guess so; maybe so. It does not make too much 
difference. I would want the Osages stricken out, but I do not think 
it is good legislation in this form, with these three sentences—it being 
the sense of Congress, because you declare the sense of Congress where 
Congress would not have a chance to learn about it. They would not 
have a chance on the floor to learn about it. They would not have 
the time at the end of this session. 
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Mr. Eneitz. Would you agree—— 

Mr. Disney. Just a minute. I know that my friend is intelligent. 

Mr. Enaeue. I am sorry, and I want to say to the gentleman that no 
remark of mine should be considered as prejudicial to the Oklahoma 
de ‘legation. 

Mr. Disney. I understand that. I would like for you to read the 
resolution with me. 

Mr. Enote. There is no delegation in the House for which I have 
more respect than the Oklahoma delegation. It is one of the most 
able de uepetions in Congress. ‘That is why it surprises me a bit when 
the Oklahoma delegation comes in here, squared off like a Macedonian 
phalanx in solid order shoulder to shoulder, hollering about the merits 
of this bill, when we are talking about a study. 

Mr. Disney. You are prejudging this whole thing by this first 
sentence. 4 

Mr. Ener. What we are saying is the general objective of Congress 
is to get out of the Indian business. Now, our friend, Mr. Belcher, 
who preceded you on the witness stand, said that he favored that long- 
range objective. That is all this committee has said. We are not 
going to prejudge any particular case. I think with reference to the 
Osage Indians you cannot do anything about it in equity prior to 
1984 because that has already been set up in legislation. 

Mr. Disney. You might have trouble then. 

Mr. Ener. Yes, and perhaps it should be studied at that time. I 
do not know. I do not want to prejudge that question. 

Mr. Disney. Your first clause in the bill removes the restriction. 

Mr. Enete. Why should the Oklahoma delegation walk in here and 
sav, “Do not even study this; stay away. 

Mr. Disney. I did not hear anybody say that. 

Mr. Enetr. That is what everybody has been hollering about today. 

Mr. Disney. I do not know that it is particularly necessary. They 
have made studies all the time. You have documents around here 
that have just been filed in May of this year from the Department. 
On their own hook and initiative they did that. They did not recom- 
mend a removal of the restrictions, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. Enewe. It was in a different vein. What we wanted was a 
study by the Indian Bureau in the direction of how we can move to 
get out of the Indian business. 

Mr. Disney. Why not say so if that is all you want? 

Mr. Encoie. Have we not said so? 

Mr. Disney. You have put so much other stuff in with it it confuses 
everybody. 

Mr. Enote. The distinguished junior Senator from Oklahoma cer- 
tainly had no misunderstanding about it, as brought out by my friend 
from Pennsylvania. 

We want to move in the direction of getting out of the Indian busi- 
ness and we want to study it to determine how it can be done, and 
the desirability of it in particular instances without prejudice to any 
particular case, and we just do not see why we should not look at it, 
or why such a proposal should kick up a hornet’s nest. 

Mr. Disney. I do not either. I am not arguing with you about 
that. What I am arguing with you about is that you have refused to 
read the resolution in all that it implies. 

Mr. Enote. You seem to think that it prejudges the case. 
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Mr. Disney. Yes. 

Mr. Enewe. If it does, we will change it so that it does not. 

Mr. Disney. When you have the resolution declare it to be the 
sense of the Congress that the restrictions ought to be removed, you 
have gone a far piece. 

Mr. Sayuor. You are a former Member of the Congress and you 
know the rules of the House require that any piece ot legislation, this 
or any other, that it must be considered on the floor before it is finally 
passed. Now, if they pass this resolution and the De partinent sends 
up a bill which says that 1, 2,3 or all of these tribes mentioned should 
be taken out from under Federal jurisdiction, Federal supervision, it 
will have to be debated upon the floor of the House; is that not correct ¢ 

Mr. Disney. Yes, a little bit. 

Mr. Sartor. After it passes the House it will go to the Senate and 
it will get the same treatment over there, and if there are any dis 
agreements they will bring them to conference. 

Mr. Disney. Yes. 

Mr. Sayvor. After that, if they are ironed out, it will be sent to 
the President 

Mr. Disney. Yes. 

Mr. Saynor. And if it meets with his approval it will be approved ; 
if not, it will be vetoed. 

Mr. DIsnt - With all due respects to the authors of this resolution, 
this resolution winds up with directing the Secretary of the Interior 
to send up a report in accordance with the first two sentences where 
vou declare the sense of the Congress, 1s that not so 4 

Mr. Harrison. No. 

Mr. Disney. Take a look and see. 

Mr. Enonr. If you think that the resolution needs some polishing 
up so as to not say something we do not intend to say, as far as I am 
personally concerned, Iam thoroughly agreeable to doing that. What 
I want to say is that we believe, and it is our intention to state, that 
it is the sense of this committee that the Federal Government should 
proceed in the direction of vetting out of the Indian business, and we 
want to make studies to that end. 

Mr. Disney. Yes. 


Mr. Enene. Without prejudice and without precommitting our- 
sely on anvthine. 

Mr. Disney. Listen to me just a minute: After giving this direction 
to the ss retary of the Interior you ay . 

It is further declared to be the sense of Congress that the Secretary of the 
Interior should examine all existing legislation dealing with such Indians, and 


treaties between the Government of the United States and each such tribe, and 
report to the Congress at the earliest possible date, but not later than January 1, 
1954, his recommendations for such legislation as, in his judgment, may be neces 
sary to accomplish the purposes of this resolution 

You have declared the sense of Congress is no certain terms tha 
restrictions shall go off. What does it mean? You direct him to do it. 
It means that you direct him to make a report in accordance with the 
first two paragraphs. 

Mr. Pittion. How can we get out of the business? 

Mr. Harrison. I believe we should leave out the words “at the earli- 
est. practicable date.” There is some meaning in those words. It is 
certainly the intent of the committee to say that it does not have to be 
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done at the earliest possible moment. It might be done 20 years from 
now. 

Mr. Disney. You cannot get out of the Indian business in 20 years. 
If the Indian Bureau continues to grow and grow and grow and add 
new divisions, it is nobody’s fault but the Congress’ fault. 

Mr. Harrison. That is what we think, and that is why we are trying 
to move in the direction of an orderly withdrawal. 

Mr. Disney. That is a fine motive, but I would not hogtie this thing 
by declaring the sense of Congress on a matter vital to these Osages. 

Mr. Prutxion. There has not been any disagreement by anyone on 
the acceptance of the general principle that the United States Govern- 
ment should get out of the Indian business and should relax control. 
There has been no disagreement on that, has there ? 

Mr. Disney. That is right. 

Mr. Prrut0on. Immediately disagreement comes up with the proposi- 
tion that we should take olf the restrictions. 

Mr. Disney. Yes. 

Mr. Prtxi0on. How can you free these people from Federal control 
without removing the restrictions and disabilities under which they 
are living, and also, removal of some of the advantages that they pos- 
sess? When you free them you also remove some of the advantages, 
and that is necessary. You cannot have the advantages without some 
restrictions, and restrictions without some advantages. You cannot 
have both. If you are going to free them and give them all the rights 
they are entitled to, that we concede they are entitled to— 

Mr. Disney. What would be the objective of removing all the re- 
strictions on all incompetent Indians? There is no objec tive that I 
can see except that you may save a little clerk hire down in the Depart- 
ment. Every clerk down there tries to make his Department larger 
and it grows and grows like the rose of Sharon, but that does not 
change the fact that these Indians are the wards of this Government 
and they should be looked after until the time comes when they do not 
need wardship. 

Mr. Pinii0oNn. But, sir, that is just the difference. The committee 
feels that these peop le no longer have to be wards; they are citizens 
like you and I, able to stand on their own feet, and they should be 
given all the rights and privileges of full citizenship without the 
necessity for wards hip. 

Mr. Disney. There are some Indians who should not have their 
restrictions removed. 

Mr. Pinzon. I do not know about that. 

Mr. Disney. I can asssure you there are. 

Mr. Pitxrion. Why should a member of any tribe, living in this 
country, if he is worth $50 or $100,000, have to go a welfare agent of 
the United States and say, “I need $100 for an appendix operation”? 

Mr. Disney. I think that is terribly overdone. The Department 
just pushes these folks around. 

Mr. Pixzion. Here is a book dealing with what the Indian wants 
to do. 

Mr. Disney. That is a confession by the Indian Department of a 
lot of lousy stuff they inflict on the Indians that should be stopped. 

Mr. Prx1on. You and I go out and decide for ourselves. Why 
should we have some agent dec iding that they should make an exami- 
nation of your personal life before you can buy a Ford automobile? 
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Why is that necessary for American people living here in this coun- 
try? They lived here long before you and I did. 

Mr. Disney. Well, we are getting to the details that vastly overdo 
the things. : 

Mr. Pitut0on. That is just the problem that this committee is faced 
with, it has been vastly overdone, and the committee is trying to undo 
some of these bureaucratic growths which have perhaps interfered 
with the development and integration of these people rather than 
helping them. 

Mr. Disney. So far as the investigations are concerned, there will 
be an investigation of this Indian proble m as long as we have an In- 
dian Bureau “and a congressional committee. What we object to is 
declaring the sense of the Congress that the restrictions ought all to 
go off. That is a terrible thing so far as the trust fund is concerned. 
I assure you as a lawyer the problem of creating a private trust fund 
is an insoluble one, and when you take the restrictions off you have 
said, “Now, go down to the river, you Indians, we are selling you down 
the river.” And if I make this final crack, I think this is dumb 
politics. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Harrison. A point of order was raised a while ago that the 
House is in session. Under the rules we have to adjourn. 

We will meet again shortly after 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12 o’clock noon, the committee adjourned to meet 
again at 2 p.m.) 

AFTER RECESS 


Mr. Harrison. The Subcommittee on Indian Affairs will come to 
order. 

The chairman, E. Y. Berry, has asked me to preside in his stead tem- 
porarily this afternoon. Congressman Edmondson has given me a 
list of witnesses who would like to testify. So that I may be sure they 
are all on here and we are not going to overlook anybody, I would 
like to read the names. If there are some here who would like to testi- 
fy whose names are not on this list, please let us know. 

Congressman Doyle, Congressman Feighan, Paul Pitts, George 
Labadie, Andrew Gri ay, Joe Revelette, Joe Matthews, Dave Ware, Ben 
H. Harrison, James Mosier, Joe Person, Joe Cox, Fred Kinney, 
Lottie Pratt. 

Is there anybody else here who would like to testify ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Boyd A. Jackson. 

Mr. Harrison. Is Congressman Doyle here? 


STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE CLYDE DOYLE, OF CALIFORNIA 


Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I repre- 
sent, in my seventh year in the House, the 23d District, Los Angeles 
County, Calif. Los Angeles County, of course, and my native State 
of California, I am told, has a large segment of the Osage Indians. 
As a matter of fact, back in 1952 in my own congressional district I 
met with about 50 of them one evening at their invitation to learn 
about the problem as they saw it relative to House Resolution 698, by 
Mr. Ellsworth. I must say that I was pleased to find the thoroughness 
with which they rec ‘ognized that their head rights were being jeopar- 
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cord hye to thei formation to me at that time, as a po sible 

result of any action being taken on House Resolution 698. 
lama lawyer by profession wie I work at it, so the problems 
iwolved with them with reference to oil rights and mineral rights 





are not entirely foreign to a line of law practice which I have followed 
. 


for 2d years in Los Angeles County where we have a lot of oil and 
mineral laws, as you know, dealing with oil leases. 

I thought, Mr. Chairman, that rather than enter into extempora- 
neous remarks I would just call your attention to the Congressional 

lL of July l, 1952, and just briefly read a portion of my very 

brief debate with Mr. Bow at that time on thi question of head 
rights, 

[ was here this morning for an hour and I heard the discussion of 
you distinguished members of this important committee. 
Of course, I do not come here at all as an expert on the problems 
ffecting any of our American Indians. I am here again this morn- 


Re ore 


— 


ing as I was on the floor July 1, at the expressed request of some 200 
Osage Indians in California, having met with about 40 or 50 of 
them for 3 or 4 hours on this problem. 

On July 1, at page 8826 in the Congressional Record of the House 
and page S827, and on page S520 and 8830 appear a discussion in 
which I participated with members of this committee as it was then 
constituted. 

l read: 


Mr. Bow. Is it not a fact, as far as the Osages are concerned, that their con 
n is over the loss of their head rights to the oil properties and under the 
sworth resolution that wi be onsidered this afternoon the Congress could 
protect those head rights and still remove them irom the supervision of the 


agree with the gentleman that we must protect the Osages and their head 


rights and their oil interests so that they will not be victims of outside groups 


that is referring to my constituents 1n my congressional district und 


it they knew of no way by which they could b rotected as well as by the 
ed States Government They stated it ' I nably certain that under 

uch ¢ mstances the capital stock representing their holdings or the certificates 
I enciai interest or Ww tever other written documents might become evidence 
r ownership in these ! l lands « e income therefrom would be 

e . thef embezzlement, and 

dishone de sand mat iol vad nest and deisgning per- 
Therefore, I imp e the congressional mittee in charge of such mat 

ers d the Secretary he Interio nd his associates to respectfully regard 
heed the Siti Vv i Osage Indians I urge that the officers of all Gov- 
ors it ngencies responsible in the matter also see to it that the Osage Indians 


e not dismissed to go to it themselves in the handling of their vast wealth 
derived from oil deposits 

My Indian friends ide it clear to me that they did not want full or any re- 
lief “of supervision and control by the Federal Government in the management 
of their business affairs.” 

Relying therefore on the information and facts given me as I stated and he- 
cause of their representations to me, I here and now claim that the Osage Indians, 
at least as far as the thern California group is concerned, be held as not being 
desirous of Uncle Sam’s protection being taken from them 


Then ] skip for purposes of brevity to page SS8V9: 


Mr. Doyir. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for the time in order to ask the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Bow, a question or two about the Osage 
Indians 
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The gentleman was present on the floor a few minutes ago when I spoke ab 
the Osuge Indians conferring with me a few weeks ago at South Gate, Calif 
Il take it from the gentieman’s stateme that the mmittee has already bes 
considering the question of protecting the head rights the Osage Indians for 
all time, Is that correct? 

Mr. Bow. That is correct There has been consideration of it The Osage 
have been before the committe and presented the problem of their head right 
| have answered those questions that have been submitted by the Osage to the 
efliect that when any plan came through tl would give « ye ¥ to the ¢ , 
that legislation should then he considered which would continue the custodial 
rights of the Government over fl Osage on the lands to protect them in theit 
mineral rights and their interes 

Mr OYLE. So I take it from the gentleman’s answer that it is already the 
considered opinion and is recognized by the great congressional committee that 
these head rights must be forever prot ted as long as there is production of h 


from those lands 

Mr. Bow. I will say to the gentleman I cannot speak for the committee, but 
it would be my opinion that this is the view of the committee, or at least it is 
the view of one member of the committee, for whom I am now speakin 

Mr. Dorie. In viewof the gentleman’s knowledge on the subject, do you know 
of any ground for ¢ jection to such a policy , 

Mr. Bow. I know of none. I think they should be protected 

Mr. Doyre. I thank the gentleman and since I previously discussed the posi 
tion of the Osages, whom I have the honor to know, a few minutes ugo as we 


discussed resolution 8, I will not now repeat 


Now, the other day on the Consent Calendar I wa pleased to join 
with the gentleman from Wyoming and ask that the matter go over 
as regards House Concurrent Resolution 108, 

Manifestly, 1 did it having in mind that I had received many tele 
grams and letters from my constituents again who are appare tly con 
tinuing to be fearful that under House Concurrent Resolution LOd 


} 1 ) } F ] { t } ] } . . 
a joo. al outcome thereof could be that the li Misiation or the recom 
. } ] , ] ) ) 
mendation for lled for on page Z, 1INeS ZZ, Zo, 





legislation specifically cal 
id 24 of the resolution dated July 15, 1953, they are fearful that that 
recommendation could be a recommendation under the language of the 


resolution which would specifically recommend that the Osages be 
taken out from under the trusteeship of the Great White Father, and 
they do not want to be taken out from under that trusteeship. 

Now, I am not going to argue as to whether or not this concurrent 
resolution 1s so worded that it intends to change the policy of Congress 
excepting I will say to you very sincerely I have no question in my 
mind but that if this concurrent resolution is adopted in its present 
language, it looks forward to a change in the policy of Congress. 

In other Anse that specifically looks forward to the policy as 
enunciated in paragraph 1 of the concurrent resolution before this 
Satsneulhed committee instead of the present established policy of 
the Government acting as trustee. 

May I make this observation with reference to a private trust. 1] 
noticed several members of this distinguished committee this morn- 
ing apparently advocating, at least suggesting, that a private trust 
would be at least as efficient. Well, as a lawyer for 25 years in tl 
civil practice of law, I know that Lam somewhat familiar with private 
trusts dealing with mineral rights and oil rights and have drawn hun 
dreds of those trusts myse lfasa lawyer. Il would say this, that where 
you have hundreds and even thousands of people involved as bene- 
ficiary, which would be the case with the Osage Indians, I would 
think it would be very impracticable and very dangerous if you want 
to continue to protect the property rights of the Osage Indians. 
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For instance, let me illustrate one problem involving a private trust 
being set up instead of the Government continuing as trustee. These 
people live in—I think the announcement this morning said some 
twenty-odd States—manifestly there are minor grandchildren and 
great grandchildren involved. That involves, of course, for one 
thing, proceedings in the State court setting up guardianships before 
any person would be qualified or authorized under any State law to 
sign any private trust. And all such complicated and legal questions 
would arise if there was an effort to set up a private trust. 

Furthermore, while I am not personally familiar with all the details 
by which the counsel of these distinguished Indians operate, if it is 
anticipated to set up a private trust consisting of only one Osage 
Indian, and of course that is reprehe nsible to even think of such a 

thing, if it is contemplated by those who favor private trust in a 
the Government policy is changed, to set up a trust consisting of 3, 4, 
5, or 6 Osage Indians, then you also have to take into consideration the 
element of sudden death by any individual trustee and the change of 
trustees resulting from death, incapacity, incompetency, or removal. 

If you propose to set up, and pe rhs aps I should not word it that way, 
but if it is proposed by those who favor a priv: ne trust as contra- 

stinguished from Uncle Sam acting as trustee other than with In- 
lian personnel, then of course it means not only fiedsinis of dollars 
a year expense to the Indians but it could mean hundreds of thousands 

f dollars in trustees’ fees and legal fees. 

Furthermore, it seems to me, as a fundamental requirement in dis- 
hargine what I think is the « bligation of Uncle Sam to these Indi: ins, 
t seems to me fundamentally essential that the personal interest or 
the individual interest of the Osages themselves be tied in to any 
trusteeship. 

Now, that is the present case. They recommend certain things to 

Director of Indian Affairs and that is as it should be. But the 
Osages must always be tied in to help protect their property rights. 
Therefore, I think I have a right to assume that those who favor 
Uncle Sam withdrawing from his obligation, which I think by the 
way is a continuing obligation for some time yet, those who favor 
that must either favor turning it over to a corporate trustee, and I 
have never heard of a corporate trustee which would take dictation 
from the beneficiaries in determining their policy, and if that is true, 
hat there is a suggestion that a corporate trustee such as some bank 
or trust company be named as corporate trustee for these distinguished 
American citizens, then I submit that again that opens up the property 
rights and the property interests of these Osage Indians to certain 
conditions that exist in the legal world and the business world to which 
they should not be submitted. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is the only statement I care to take the 
committee’s time to make unless there are some questions. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Aspinall. 

Mr. Asprnatu. No que sstions. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. De vle, do you favor the release of the Indians 
from wardship or con trol | V the Government and the release of all 
restrictions against them ? 

Mr. Dorr. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, I am fully enough in- 
formed to intelligently answer that question. 
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Mr. Harrison. I think you could, Mr. Doyle, without arguing the 
question. I think you are either for eventual release of the Indians 
or you are not. 

Mr. Doyze. Yes, if you put it that way. I am for the eventual 
release of the Indians into full American citizens — at all levels. 
But may I join in that off-the-cuff answer this fact, Mr. Chair- 
man, with reference to the property rights of pees Indians, I 
think it is a considerable compliment to my government that the 
Osage Indians want to continue under the trusteeship of the Great 
White Father. 

Now, it was mentioned this morning that they are a wealthy crowd. 
Of course, when they were put on the barren land in Oklahoma they 
were not wealthy, it was not known that there would be oil there. So 
it was not Uncle Sam that deliberately gave them wealth. 

Mr. Harrison. It is true that at the time they went there that Uncle 
Sam put eight and a half million dollars in the deposit of the Treasury 
for the credit of the Osage at that time. 

Mr. Dorie. Uncle Sam owed them that. 

Mr. Harrison. I am not arguing with you, but we did put $8.5 
million in deposit and purchased 1,470,569 acres from the Cherokees 
for the Osages. The Government has not been too remiss. 

Mr. Dorie. No; I compliment my Government on the fact it has 
done some fine things. But I think it still will do a fine thing if it 
continues as trustee in this important matter. 

Mr. Harrtson. Of course, I would also like to point out that very 
few of these members of this tribe have not been completely released 
out from Federal domination in all their other affairs except on that 
one provision of the underground mineral rights, or head rights, as 
they are called, which is a tribal property and not susceptible to divi- 
sion. But in all other matters they are out on their own and working 
among the American society and undoubtedly earning their living, 
spending their money with no supervision over them. It seems to me 
that if they are that able, that qualified to handle their other affairs, 
I still think they could work out some plan where they could protect 
themselves on the underground mineral rights. There is no intention 
of our committee ever taking those rights away from them or throwing 
them wide open. It is the intention in preparing this resolution that 
study should be made and when it is reported back to Congress, 
Congress must issue substitute legislation and we would then try to 
work out a bill that would be fair up and down the line to these 
Indians. 

Mr. Doyte. I think conscientious, thorough study is always good 
for a congressional committee or for » Government agency. But I 
do wish the record to show this: that I think it very appropriate that 
the group making the study shall, as part of their study, be aware 
of the fact, produced by this hearing, Mr. Chairman, that the cane 
Indians do not want to be discharged from the trusteeship. 

Now, I think that is an important element for any group that makes 
this study to have before them if and when they make a recommen- 
dation. 

Mr. Harrison. You, yourself, would not object to a study being 
made of the Osage Tribe, would you? 











52 OSAGE INDIAN TRIBE, OKLAHOMA 


Mr. Dorie. No. In other words. while I have not discussed this 

ith my constituents, 1 think conscientious study without predeter- 
mined opinion. 

Mr. Harrison. Then you would not agree with Mr. Labadie, who 

hat they did not want any study made at all. 

You would not agree th his statement then that no study should be 


made? 


test fied a vear ago ti 


Mr. 1 YLE,. ] think conscrentiou . thorough study Is always appro 
priate, but the thine I of iect. to is the first paragra] h. In other words, 
that is a commitment for a change in policy. How can study be un 
I 


iased when the people making the study are already charged with 
a decision in the resolution anticipating change in policy ¢ 

Mr. Harrison. I can agree with you, Mr. Doyle, that the resolution 
goes to the point that it is the intent of Congress to get out from the 
handling of Indian affairs as it has been in the past in the way of trus- 
teeship, but most of the people who have been complaining this morn- 
ing on that resolution lose sight of the fact of those words “as soon 
as Dp yssible.” 

I tried to point out we put hose words in there because we did not 
want to put in any early date or do anything unreasonable in the 
handling of that resolution. 

Also, I want to point out that, as far as your party and my party 
are concerned, in our resolutions at our conventions, we are on record 
to that end, both parties are. So I cannot see there is any changeover 
and above the basic change possibly from what has been happening 
in the past, but there certainly has not been a major change as far as 
the stand of the parties which they took at their conventions a year 
ago. 

I am very friendly to the Indians. I want to help them. 

Mr. Doyie. I realize that, Mr. Chairman. 

May I make this one further statement with reference to study, 


lways favor thorough conscientious, uncom 


I want to repeat that Ia 
mitted study, but under this paragraph, Mr. Chairman, your first 
paragraph, and under the last three lines of this bill, [ think the 
person making that study takes it charged with notice that he is 
expected or they are expected to recommend legislation which will 
change the policy with reference to the head rights. Therefore, I do 
not think that when this study is undertaken, the people making it 
ure going to enter it with free open minds if they follow the terms 
of the resolution. 

On that ground I think the form of the resolution is unfortunate, 
but I do not oppose ever a thorough, conscientious study. 

Mr. Harrison. Thank you, Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorie. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harrison. Congressman Feighen. 

Mr. Feienen. Mr. Chairman, I would prefer to speak later. 

Mr. Harrison. You may speak later or if you wish to make a state 
ment for the record in case you do not get to your statement, in case 
we do not get to vou, we will be glad to receive it for the record, sir. 


Mr. Paul Pitts. 





OSAGE INDIAN TRIBE, OKLAHOMA 53 


STATEMENT OF PAUL PITTS, PRINCIPAL CHIEF OF THE 
OSAGE TRIBE 


Mr. Pirrs. Honorable Chairman. 

Mr. Harrison. Give your name and whom you represent to the 
reporter for the record, please. 

Mr. Prrrs. Paul Pitts, principal chief of the Osage Tribe. 

Your Honor, and members of the committee, as a member of the 
Osage Tribe, restricted Osage Tribe, I come before you with my ideas 
of my predecessors, men who have come before you in the years past, 
men who have come to seek your advice on the different problems that 
may exist in the Osage Tribe. This day, Your Honor, I appear 
before you and this committee to ask you to exclude the Osage Tribe 
because we have come before you in the past that you have granted 
such request. 

Our people have always had good relationship with the Bureau 
and the Secretary of the Interior and above all the Congress of the 
United States. We know some day in the future, I, Mr. Chairman, 
do not know when that day will come, but I realize what we have in 
trust will help our people in the years. 

Probably 50 years have gone by that we have enjoyed this privilege. 
And you, the Congress of this great Nation of ours, have helped us 
in our difficulties, especially when we are in a place we cannot under- 
stand some of the laws that may hinder. 

We come to you for help and the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and 
the Secretary of the Interior. I stand before you this day to ask 
on behalf of my people that you may continue the trusteeship. 

We have always, Mr. Chairman, paid our administrative cost. 
We pay all the taxes that are levied and we have only $40,000 gratuity 
funds. The tribe at this time is willing to assume that, that we may 
go on and take every barrel of oil out of our reservation while it is 
In paying quantities. 

We realize, Your Honor, there are a great many tribes that perhaps 
do not have the privilege and are unfortunate enough not to have the 
resource that the Osage Tribe has, but I cannot speak for other tribes, 
only the Osage Tribe. 

My father, his father, have come 50 years enjoying what we have 
thisday. Ido not believe that we can have any other workable pattern 
or program that would take the place of the program they have this 
day. 

We have oil leases, many thousands of acres of leases that have been 
sold throughout the year. Only one man handles that and that is my 
signature and subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

No other tribe in the United States, to my knowledge, has that kind 
of pattern to follow. 

Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I have the wish and 
the hope that you will consider and be lenient, that we in the years that 
may lie ahead of us—only Nature knows how long that oil in the 
ground will last, but as long as it is working in a manner that is satis- 
factory to my people and to the Government, the Bureau, I do not see 
any reason why we should be disturbed at this stage of the game. 

I realize other tribes perhaps are wanting to be let loose. If they 
wish to make such a request, I myself, as chief of the Osage Tribe, 
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do not want to be in their way on account of this bill. I do wish, Your 
Honor, you will exclude the Osage Tribe because of the different me- 
chanical, the working that we have, it is running smoothly and I do 
not see how we can find another pattern that is workable like the one 
we have. 

I enjoyed listening to our delegation from Oklahoma this morning. 
There are other members of the tribe here to testify. I do not want to 
take any more time. If there is any question you may want to ask, 
if I can answer them, I shall be glad to do so. 

Mr. Harrison. Do you have any questions to ask, Mr. Aspinall? 

Mr. Asprnatu. Are you a hereditary chief or were you elected by 
your tribe? 

Mr. Pirrs. I am filling out an unexpired term. My term runs out 
July 1954. 

Mr. Asprnatu. You do not have the position because your father 
had it ahead of you? 

Mr. Pirrs. No, sir; you have to be elected. 

Mr. AsptnaLL. What other work do you do besides your work as 
chief of the tribe? 

Mr. Pirrs. You mean personal ? 

Mr. Asprnatt. Do you have any other responsibility, do you have 
any profession ¢ 

Mr. Prrrs. I am a farmer. I own my own home. I have my lot 
that has been allotted to me. I give most of my time to my tribal 
work. 

Mr. Asprnaty. Not so long ago you had a referendum in your tribe 
looking toward emancipation. ‘I understand that there was a minority 
that were desirous of getting out from under the wardship of the 
Government, is that right ? 

Mr. Pirrs. We had a referendum 2 years ago, I believe. We put out 
a letter, I did, how many of my tribe wanted to stay as they are and 
those that wanted to get out, and we got the answer, I think it was 
1,100 to 40, some such number as that. 

Mr. Asprnaui. Do you think the vote would be the same today ? 

Mr. Prrrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AsprnatL. As I understood you, you say you can foresee the 
time in the future—you don’t know how soon it is, but you can 
foresee the time in the future when perhaps all Federal control over 

your people may be done away with; is that correct ? 

Mr. Pirts. Well, that is my vision. I do not know when. Of 
course I am looking to this oil reserve. I do not know how long 
that is going to last. 

Mr. Asprnatu. I am not thinking so much about the economic 
situation as it relates to your oil reserve and Federal trusteeship over 
your oil property. That is not bothering me a bit. I want to know 
what your ambitions are as a tribe of our American civilization. Is it 
your ambition that you continue your tribal w ay of living, that is, your 
society, or do you look forward to the time when you w “ill be one and 
a part of, biologically assimilated with the other people of America. 

Mr. Prrrs. Yes, I look to that sometime in the future. I do not 
know how long. 

Mr. Harrison. You say you operate a farm, Mr. Pitts? 

Mr. Prrrs. Yes. 

Mr. Harrison. How large is it? 
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Mr. Pirrs. I have 200 acres. 

Mr. Harrison. That is the total holdings of your farm? 

Mr. Pirts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. What type of farm or ranch is it ? 

Mr. Pirrs. Generally crops. We have corn, wheat, some cattle. 
At this time—this is a corn year, where I live it is corn, not much 
cotton. There are a few cotton acreages, but not too many. 

Mr. Harrison. You operate that yourself ? 

Mr. Pitrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You have been successful at that operation, you 
make money at it? 

Mr. Pirrs. Yes; I don’t make too much. 

Mr. Harrison. You handle yourself the money coming in from 
that farm, nobody handles it for you, that is your own responsibility ? 

Mr. Pirrs. Yes. 

Mr. Harrison. The deed for the farm is in your name? 

Mr. Prrts. Yes. 

Mr. Harrison. So you are handling your own affairs and nobody 
has taken advantage of you yet? 

Mr. Prrrs. The deed is in the name of the trust of the United 
States. 

Mr. Harrison. In other words, you have not been allotted any land, 
you are one of those who has not received the right ? 

Mr. Pitts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You have no patent-in-fee on this particular land ? 

Mr. Prrrs. No, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You do operate it and the income is yours to do 
with as you want? 

Mr. Pirrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. A patent could be issued to you if you requested it ? 

Mr. Pirrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You have not requested it? 

Mr. Prrrs. No, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. How many years ago could you have requested it 
if you had wanted it? 

Mr. Prrrs. I do not know about that. It never occurred to me I 
wanted it. : 

Mr. Harrison. That is all. 

Mr. Prrrs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Labadie. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE LABADIE 


Mr. Laxpaprte. First I want to make a statement concerning the news 
article read this morning. 

Last Friday we had a mass meeting. Possibly four or five hundred 
Osages attended that mass meeting. At the beginning of the meet- 
ing Chief Pitts opened it with an opening statement. Then he turned 
the meeting over to Councilman Andrew Gray to act as chairman. I 
was called upon as one of the councilmen to make a statement. Chief 
Pitts, Councilman Gray, and myself all made a statement concerning 
the conference we had here the latter part of May of this year in your 
office. We know nothing about that statement in the paper, none of 
us had ever seen it, don’t know who authorized it or anything about it, 
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but we met with you for 15 or 20 minutes of your time, I think, on 
the 27th or 28th of May. 

Mr. Harrison. That had to do with the recommendations the spe- 
cial subcommittee appointed under the Ellsworth resolution would 
handle; is that right ? 

Mr. Lanapm. That is correct. 

So in talking with you, sir, we told you about the Osage situation 
and we were fearful of something happening. You thought we were 
somewhat premature and you were right, after Congress ‘recessed, go 
on the west coast and confer with 4 or 5 tribes in reference to investi- 
gating their conditions and studying them. 

We asked you if you thought you might come to the Osage Res- 
ervation. You said you would not know until some time later. 

Then we asked you, if you did come to the Osage Reservation and 
made plans to come after Congress recessed to be sure to visit us and 
give = ample time. 

Mr. Harrison. No conversation was held at that time regarding 
House Resolution 108 ? 

Mr. Larnapie. That was after that, siz 

Mr. Harrison. At that time it was said if the special committee 
held any hearings to introduce legislation for the relief of any tribe 
that the tribe would be notified. 

Mr. Lapapre. Correct. 

Mr. Harrison. I just want to point out that this resolution is en- 
tirely different and separate and apart from anything to do with the 
special committees. The special committee has had one meeting and 
I assure you and all the rest of them if we do meet, we do intend to 
hear all of the Indians and if we make any recommendations, it will 
not be in the form of a resolution to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, it 
will be definite legislation here in Congress. 

Mr. Lasapte. That is correct. 

Mr. Harrison. I tell you very frankly when I get a UP release 
over there saying that both Miller and myself were not men of our 
words 

Mr. Lazapir. That statement was never made. 

Mr. Harrison. Here is one. They say Representative William 
Harrison, Wyoming Republican, assured them the position of the 
Olak Osage would be surveyed before resolution would be introduced. 
I never talked to anybody on the resolution. 

Mr. Lasapie. That is correct. 

Mr. Harrison. You said, Mr. George Labadies said, “Ink was hardly 
dry on the resolution when he gave us his word.” That was referring 
to me. 

Mr. Lasapre. That statement was not made. 

Mr. Harrison. “Labadie also accused Miller of denying Osage 
proper consideration.” 

Mr. Laxapie. I did not say that. 

Mr. Harrison. Have you to your knowledge made any request to 
this committee or to me individually for a hearing on House Joint 
Resolution 108 ? 

Mr. Lapaprp. Never did. 

Mr. Harrison. That is what the record shows, you never did. 

Mr. Lapapre. Never did. 

Mr. Harrison. You may proceed. 
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Mr. Lazapre. I want to straighten out one thing this morning that 
seemed to confuse some of the Congressmen in reference to figures 
given. 

Some of the Congressmen of the delegation from Oklahoma kept 
saying 5,370 Osages. Then you turned to a certain page here and 
showed where there were less than 3,000 on the annuity rolls. I can 
explain that by saying there are 5,307 Osage Indians, but there are 
less than 3,000 that are on the annuity payroll every quarterly period. 
But this other 2,000 that are in this number are children like the three 
that I have who have no head rights, no fractional part thereof and 
will not until Mrs. Labadie and I pass on and they inherit it. But 
they are carried on the roll there. So, Senator, I think it is Page 
Belcher made the statement over 5,000. They do not have any counts. 
There are 2,000 that have nothing at all but they are simply carried 
on the census roll as children of allotted members who do have. 

Mr. Harrison. There are 2,390 members of the Osage Tribe with 
certificate of competency which when issued have the effect of 
removing all Government restriction except on their interest and pri- 
vate mineral states and that the certified Osages constitute 70 per- 
cent of the adult members of the tribe. 

Mr. Lasapre. That is correct. 

Mr. Harrison. There are 300 Osage people even with less than full 
Indian blood who would be issued certificates of competency when 
they reach majority ; this group constitutes three-fourths of the present 
tribe of minors? 

Mr. Lasapir. I want to straighten that one figure up of 5,000 and 
less than 3,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that it has not been forcibly presented 
what this Osage Tribe wants. I can sum it up with one sentence. 
First, we had a vote taken 2 years coming next October and we sent 
this questionnaire out asking each of the members of the tribe who 
appeared on the annuity rolls over 21 to vote whether or not they 
wanted to stay as we are under Federal supervision or be taken out 
from under. I think there were 1,089 Osages that voted to stay as we 
are and I think it is 47 who voted to be taken out from Government 
supervision. 

Immediately upon receiving this mandate, the council, of which I am 
a member, passed the resolution and possibly your committee has a 
copy, but we passed a resolution stating that we desired to stay under 
Federal supervision as long as the mineral period was in full force and 
effect with us paying all of the yearly expenses involved concerning 
that service and that supervision. 

I wanted to make that plain, sir, in reference to the position of this 
council. 

Now, you made a statement to the previous witness in reference to 
testimony I gave. That is correct. We stood on the plan since our 
people made that vote that it was not necessary for a study to be made 
but we would like to remain as we are. 

Now, when Dillon Myer, the previous Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, came to the agency and asked the council would we cooperate 
with him in making a study, of which this is the result, we told him 
that we did not care to enter into making the study. But we had no 
way of stopping him, and he was per fectly weleome to go ahead and 
make the study in any manner, shape, or form. 
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After he completed it, we were very proud of it. We think it is a 
very good study. We thing it is worth something. 

So if I was in take your time and keep repeating what a lot of these 
Congressmen said this morning, I back up what they did say, I just feel 
myself, and the council passed a resolution to the effect, that we want to 
remain just as we are along the same line as long as the mineral appears 
in full force and effect with us paying every bit of expenses and Federal 
taxpayers not a dime. 

Mr. Harrison. You are willing to pay every bit of the expenses? 

Mr. Lapapie. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. That will include not only the $40,000, which is the 
difference between the $300,000 cost of operation and the $260,000 you 
pay, but also the cost of administration by the Department of the 
Interior. 

Mr. Lapzapre. Correct, and the area directors. 

Mr. Harrison. I understand then you will take immediate steps to 
work out with the Department of the Interior representatives the plans 
to take care of the payment on fair and equitable basis? 

Mr. Lapapre. Certainly. 

Mr. Harrison. I might say I can find no fault with an agreement of 
that kind nor can I find any fault with the continuation of the trust 
provided you are willing to pay for the additional cost. 

I must say just as frankly that I feel that a tribe that is as wealthy 
as your tribe is and people as competent as you are, making the recor d 
that you and other people have in business, certainly should not expect 
the Federal Government to continue payment of all the extra costs. 
If the continuation of trust is going to be beneficial to you, then you 
should be willing to pay for it. 

Mr. Lanapre, That is correct. And we will do that. 

Mr. Harrison. I think in this whole hearing there has been no par- 
ticular disagreement between the purposes of my resolution and what 
all of us want to accomplish. The disagreement has been the interpre- 
tation of the words in it. 

I might say that the interpretation of the committee has been that 
we expected this preliminary work to be done, study to be made by the 
Department and reported back to Congress for us to decide then what 
we want todo. Weare the ones to do it. 

Certainly, there was no intent to disrupt any laws which are now in 
effect. 

I might say that you cannot trust Congress to do that at the present 
time when you say in one breath you are very satisfied with the hand- 
ling by the Bureau of Indian Affairs of your tribal fund, of your 
trust funds, then in the next breath you say you can’t trust the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs to make the proper recommendation and as 
a result of this resolution it seems to me you are all being very incon- 
sistent. 

Mr. Lagapig. I agree with you and we are willing to assume all the 
indebtedness. 

Mr. Harrison. Your testimony before the Besone resolution was 
the Osages did not want any study made at all. 

Mr. Lapapie. That is correct. 

I want to say one thing in closing. Your committee, I mean I 
think had the wrong slant when they were talking to some of the 
congressional delegation. They kept talking about the wealthy 
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Osages. I want to set that straight. We only draw per head right, 
of which I have one. We only draw about $2,000 a year. 

Mr. Harrison. There is a balance, is there not ? 

Mr. Lapapre. Not for us, but for those who are restricted, like the 
chief, they have a balance. 

Mr. Harrison. That amount you specify, does that take all the in- 
come of the tribe each year for distribution or is there some additional 
left over in some fund handled by the Government ? 

Mr. Lapapir. None whatever. It all must be paid out with the 
exception of those funds that are over and above a thousand dollars 
a month to some of the Indians that have 5 and 6 and 7 head rights. 
That money is impounded in their surplus funds. They build up 
an estate. 

Mr. Harrison. I notice in the year 1952 you took in $4,571,644.06. 

Mr. Lapaptie. Yes. 

Mr. Harrison. Now, that was more or less distributed or practi- 
cally all of it? 

Mr. Lapapre. Paid out. 

Mr. Harrison. The same is true each year? 

Mr. Lasapre. That is right. Head right averages about $500 to 
$650 every 90 days, but for 15 years be fore we went on secondary 
recovery it did not average a thousand dollars a month. 

Mr. Harrtson. Of course, there has been a sliding scale in the 
value of your head rights dating back over the years. 

Mr. Lasapir. That is right. In the 1920’s we drew aimost $100,000 
in 10 years per head right, but that was big lush years with our pro- 
duction at its peak. If I may, sir, in reference to the $8 million you 
spoke of, about the amount of money the Government gave us, they 
did not give us that. They bought 

Mr. Harrison. That is what I meant. To all intents and purposes 
they gave it to you, but they bought the land in exchange for it. That 
was $8,500,000. 

Mr. Lanapre. They bought a lot of land in Kansas and they paid 
72 cents an acre for what they bought from us in the Osage Reser- 
vation. 

Mr. AsprnaLu. As I understand it, they kept whittling away at you 
each time they made a treaty with you, they kept taking more land 
away from you all the time? 

Mr. Lanapir. Correct, and their excuse in breaking the treaties was 
the march of civilization and progress coming out and the popula- 
tion of the Middle West made it imperative that the Indians not hold 
the big interest. 

Now, we have 6 suits in the Claims Commission. 

Mr. Harrison. For the record, Mr. Labadie, are you full blooded ? 

Mr. Lazapre. No, I am a mixed blood. I am on the roll as one- 
sixteenth. 

Mr. Harrison. I understand you are a graduate of the University 
of Michigan Law School. 

Mr. Lanapre. Correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You have gotten your certificate ? 

Mr. Laraprr. Yes, sir, years ago. 

Mr. Harrison. You are a practicing attorney at the present time? 


Mr. Lapapie. Right. 
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Mr. Harrison. Thank you. 
Mr. Lanapre. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Harrison. Andrew Gray. 


STATEMENT OF ANDREW GRAY, OSAGE TRIBAL COUNCILMAN 


Mr. Harrison. Give your full name and inhibitions and your 
capacity. 

Mr. Gray. Andrew Gray. I am a councilman on the Osage Tribal 
Council. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I would like to first 
state that I am a restricted Indian. I am a full-blooded Osage Indian. 
As Mr. Labadie represents the mixed bloods on the council, 1 repre- 
sent the full blooded element in our tribe. 

What the chief and Mr. Labadie said before me I will not repe: 
because of time. But my wish for staying under Federal inallion 
is not a selfish one for my people. Our delegation from Oklahoma 
was very kind to stress the mineral interest pretty good this morning 
and Mr. Labadie covered up behind them. But we also have the re- 
stricted element in our tribe and they have the same problems that 
you have with all restricted Indians all over the United States, of 
step by step outlet for doing away with the restricted Indian. 

The Osage Tribe has such a step of its own with the individual 
competency papers issued to each member as he progresses and thinks 
he js well off financially and educated enough to step out and receive 
his competency papers. He can put in for them to the superintendent 
and they will issue them to him if they want. It is not a hard process 
of getting your competency papers any more as we keep advancing 
toward getting out of the Indian Bureau. 

The tribe I think has advanced along just as well as any other tribe 
as far as educational program. If Congress and the Bureau will 
just leave us alone, we will have our individual competency papers. 
There will not be any restricted Indians 25 years from now. 

Mr. Asprnaut. You really think that as a tribe, the individual In- 
dians, all of them will be eligible for and will be desirous of securing 
competency papers within 25 years? 

Mr. Gray. On their own as individuals, not as a group, sil 

Mr. Asprnauti. That is right. 

Mr. Gray. It is something that is coming just as time rolls on. As 
time goes on, different members step up and ask for their competency 
papers and they are issued to them under their examinations and 
checking up on that in that way. But it is not a difficult problem of 
proof, to get your competency papers. 

Mr. Asprnatt. The thing that bothers many Members of Congress 
who serve on this committee is the fact that Indians are entitled to 
ask for their competency papers and yet they do not. By not doing 
so, it postpones the day when their children will ask for them asa rule. 

Perhaps one of the finest statements of what is to happen in the 
future as far as getting out from under the so-called wardship condi- 
tions is the one which you have just made, that everyone will be in 
possession of their competency papers in 25 years. 

Mr. Gray. I will not say that everyone of them will be out in 25 
years, but I do say that the original—allottees were allotted in 1926. 
They will die off. That leaves my generation to come up. As time 
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goes on there will cease to be an Osage Tribe. We are eliminating 
ourselves. All the bills that you gentlemen in Congress are trying 
to pass and each one of the steps like these individual competency 
papers, the Osage Tribe as a tribe have already those steps in operation 
now. All we are asking now is to let us do it in our own way. 

Mr. Harrison. You are a member of the tribal council 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You also attended high school and Northeast State 
Teachers College and you are a World War II veteran, commended for 
the service you gave your country. You are operating your dairy 
farm ¢ 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You have your certificate of competency ¢ 

Mr. Gray. No, sir; I am a restricted Indian. 

Mr. Harrison. Why have you not asked for your certificate of 
competency ¢ 

Mr. Gray. Mr. Chairman, I do not see that it would benefit me in 
any way. I have certain rights and protections under the Federal 
Government under their supervision and I have every right that any 
American citizen has. I vote in Federal, State, county, and local 
elections. Iam not deprived of anything that you are not deprived of. 

Mr. Harrison. Then your statement just a few minutes ago that you 
think within 25 years all the tribe will have their certificates of com- 
petency is inconsistent with your statement of yourself, that as a 
member of the tribal council you do not see any reason to take it 
yourself, 

Mr. Gray. Mr. Chairman, not all our members in the tribe are in 
the same boat that I am, sir. I have older relations that do not 
have a sixth-grade education. I want to bring them up and put 
them on the same basis that I am, I am a representative of the Osage 
Tribe. 

Mr. Harrison. That is where the inconsistency of your whole stand 
comes in. We recognize the fact there are a lot of the oldtime Indians 
who are not able to take care of themselves. We recognize full well 
that some effort must be made to take care of those differently from 
some of the younger ones who have had an education and are in a 
better position to get along. That is one of the reasons we would 
like this study made. We would like to get help along that line 
instead of your saying we do not want to be touched at all. If you 
take that attitude, how are we ever going to be able to do anything 
on this matter / 

{r. Gray. Mr. Chairman, you speak of doing anything. I was re- 
ferring to an aunt of mine, 60 some years old. She has a sixth-grade 
education. I do not know of another corporation or anything that 
could protect her more than you protect her right now. She will 
not be with us much more than 10 years if she lives that long. That 
class of the Osage people is not a problem of yours. Your problem 
is with the generation that is now and the one that is to be present. 
I am telling now, sir, that our own individuals, of letting us get our 
own selves out from underneath the Federal Government is what I 
was after. 

Mr. Asprnatv. I do not understand what your application for the 
certificate of competency has to do with your aunt’s situation. 
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Mr. Gray. Mr. Chairman, you asked my qualifications for being 
here. You asked me why I did not ask for my certificate of compe- 
tency. I am not up here on my own individual case. I am a repre- 
sentative of the Osage Tribe. I have to look at all the people, not 
just myself. That is ‘why I brought that up. 

Mr. Harrison. Of course, all your tribe not being here, we have 
to ask you as representative, that you yourself would be an indication 
as to the rest of them. 

Mr. Gray. Our whole tribal council is not a cross section of the 
Osage Tribe. 

Mr. Harrison. You say it is or is not? 

Mr. Gray. Is not. 

Mr. AsprnaLu. The record shows that 2,390 of your people have 
certificates of competency, 1,703 who are minors, a part of whom 
I suppose are children of those holding certificates, a part of whom 
are not. That leaves 980 of your people who do not have certificates 
of competency and you are one of those, yet you are educated, you 
have responsibility, apparently you are enough of a leader that you 
have been elected to a place of trust. 

Now, the thing that bothers me is when are you going to assume 
the responsibility of getting your certificate of competency just as 
2,390 of your people have and not only have all the privileges that you 
have as a restricted Indian but also accept some of the 1 responsibilities 
that come with your competency certificates ? 

Bh po Gray. Mr. Congressman, what responsibility are you referring 

, Spex aie of me? 

Mr. AsprnaLu. Aren’t you a member of the tribal council? 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Asprnatx, Is that a responsible position ? 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir; very much a responsible position. I hold it 
very highly. But I do not see where that has anything to do with my 
having my competency papers. I can walk down to a local bank and 
borrow money just like anybody else if I have the collateral. 

Mr. AsprnaLL. Why don’t you want your certificate of competency ? 
Why don’t you apply for it / 

Mr. Gray. I have my own individual reasons for not wanting it at 
this time. I think the time will come, maybe in the next 5 or 6 years. 
It will - of advantage to me to get my competency certificate. 

Mr. AspinaLt. That is sidestepping my question. 

Mr. Gray. You asked me why I have not applied for it. I think it 
is not the proper time. I will go a step further than that. If the 
Bureau keeps whittling the restricted Indians down, which they are 
know the figures, I mean I don’t have them at my fingertips now but 
we are rapidly turning the people loose. I say “we;” I mean the Bu- 
reau is, as they ask for them and they are asking for them, but as far 
every aay, every month—I have seen it as high as 10 a month—I don’t 
as myself asking for them, I think I will ask for them but not right 
now. That is the only answer I can give you right now. 

Mr. Harrison. As a member of the council, do you agree with Mr. 
Labadie’s statement regarding the payment of all the expenses on the 
operation of your funds? 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir. If that is what it takes, we are willing to do 
that. 
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Mr. Harrison. You are willing to take ste ps along that line in order 
to retain the benefits ? 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You are willing to do that? 

Mr. Gray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. That is all. 

Mr. Gray. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Joe Revelette. 


STATEMENT OF JOE REVELETTE, MEMBER OF THE OSAGE TRIBAL 
COUNCIL 


Mr. Revetetre. Mr. Chairman, my name is Joe Revelette. Tama 
member of the Osage Tribal Council, and a certificated member of 
the tribe. My certificate was granted by the act of Congress, 1929. 
I had ne choice: it was given tome. I have nothing to add that has not 
already been covered very ably this morning, and this afternoon, by 
my predecessors. 

We are extremely anxious to be exempted from the provisions of 
your resolution, as has been pointed out, and wish to remain as we 
are. We know of rio setup to be quite as satisfactory as the present one 
we have and can see only confusion if it is tampered with. 

I have no further statement. I will be willing to answer some ques 
tions. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Revelette. you have heard testimony of prec ed- 
ing witnesses, Mr. Labadie and Mr. Gray. Would you agree with 
them as far as their statements regarding the payment of expenses 
of the operation of this special trust and the operation of the tribal 
assets ? 

In other words, assumption by the tribe of the $40,000 which is 
additional operating cost plus a reasonable and fair equitable sum 
for the general supervision of this trust which you would like to re- 
tain the advantages of? 

Mr. Revevertr. If that is a condition precedent ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. There is no condition because, as I s ay, I do not in- 
tend to enter into such a situation or any members of this committee. 
There will be no coercion or anything else. We want to know if you 
are willing to do it in good faith because all legislation must be de- 
termined on its merits. 

I want it definitely understood that this committee is not trying to 
make any deal whether you do or do not. It is entirely up to you. 
This committee will not consider that in any way. We are only ask- 
ing for information. 

Mr. Revecerrer. That is correct. 

Mr. HArrIson. For the record, Mr. Revelette, you received your 
B. A. degree from the University of Oklahoma and your M. A. degree 
from Harvard. 

Mr. Reveterre. That is correct. 

Mr. Harrison. You are the owner and operator of a 3,000-acre ranch 
near Elgin, Kans. 

Mr. Reveterre. 2,000 acres. 

Mr. Harrison. Is that a cattle ranch ? 

Mr. Reveterre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Or a combination operation ¢ 
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Mr. Reveterre. Some farming; not much. 

Mr. Harrison. You have been reasonably successful ? 

Mr. Reveverre. Well, until the drought came along; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Along with the rest of us ranchers, 1 would say; 
thank you, Mr. Revelette. 

Mr. Reveterte. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Joe Matthews. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN J. MATTHEWS, DELEGATE OF THE OSAGE 
TRIBE 


Mr. Marruews. Mr. Chairman, I am a delegate. I have no official 
oflice, I have no office in the tribe. I did not know I was to appear, 
so I am not very well prepared. Congressman Edmondson asked me 
and I consented after lunch. 

Mr. Harrison. You are a member of the Osage Tribe ? 

Mr. Marruews. Yes. My name is John J. Matthews. I am a 
member of the tribe and I am in the role of special delegate. 

I want to join the others, Mr. Chairman—this must be a personal 
expression of appreciation for allowing us to come here and tell our 
story. I know that each member of the tribe appreciates it very much, 
and Ido. Iam expressing my personal appreciation. 

The Osage Tribe, Mr. Chairman, is doing I believe what you want 
to do, I believe as one member of your committee expressed it this 
morning, an orderly withdrawal of Federal supervision. The Osage 
Tribe has been withdrawing itself from Federal supervision for many 
years, as some of the other witnesses have told you. So that actually 
we have a plan which might very well be followed by other tribes 
for control and supervision. We have sort of taken a hint from 
the Fabian Society of England, the Fabian Society which believed 
in the inevitability of gradualness. We have adopted that plan, 
probably unconsciously. So it will be a matter of a few years, prob- 
ably 20 or 25 years, it is just a guess, that we shall have ot 
complete disintegration as a unit. At least there is a possibility of 
that. 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I should like to tell of a little 
incident and I think this is pertinent. It is parallel to the idea that we 
are gradually eliminating authority. 

When I was in college the warden became a very old man and had 
to retire. He was in his early nineties but he took his constitutional 
every morning. When I met him on the street, I would salute him, 
“Dr. Bowman,” and he did. And one day I said, “How are you feel- 
ing?” “Well,” he said, “I am disintegrating very comfortably, thank 
you.” That is parallel to our case. We feel very comfortable in the 
way we are disintegrating. We believe that within probably a period 
of 20 or 25 years we shall be completely disintegrated. 

As I say, I did not know I was going to be a witness. I have 
thought of a few points here which probably, at least to my mind, 
need some clarification. 

The petroleum engineers who have advised the council have sug- 
gested that under the present method of production, secondary method, 
water flooding, that probably the oil resources will be exhausted within 
25 years. Of course, that is a guess. Then I make the guess that 
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all of our people, it will practically be a case then of assimilation 
with the European people of the community by that time. 

Our younger people now have more ambition, are attaining edu- 
sation, they have gone through some rather difficult stages, first of 
adjustment and then a transition period. Now, they are beginning 
to assume all of the European manners, civilization. 

I suggest that it will not be very long until we will need no services 
from the Federal Government with perhaps the exception of the 
Geological Survey. When we have called upon the services of the 
Geological Survey heretofore, we have paid them for the services 
out of our treasury, our own money, and I suppose that will be con- 
tinued as a custom. 

I think that is all I have to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Matthews, I would like to ask 1 or 2 questions. 
Where do you live? 

Mr. Marrnews. I live out of Pawhuska, Okla., on a ranch. 

Mr. Harrison. What business? 

Mr. Marrnews. I am an author. 

Mr. Harrison. You are a member of the tribe ? 

Mr. Matruews. I am a member of the tribe. 

Mr. Harrison. Have you received your certificate in competency ? 

Mr. Marrnews. Yes. 

Mr. Harrison. When did you get it? 

Mr. Matruews. I don’t know the exact date, sometime in the early 
twenties, I believe. It might have been before that. 

Mr. Harrison. You mentioned that you thought the Osages had 
made very fine progress. I want to agree with you. I think they 
have. I think the Osages should be commended. That is one of the 
reasons some of us on the committee are a little bit proud of the posi- 
tion on this particular matter. I want to ask one more question: 

How long do you think it would take them in your opinion to finish 
their so-called withdrawal program, if that is the proper word? 

Mr. Matuews. It would be a guess, Mr. Chairman, and I suspect 
it would terminate just about the time the resources gave out, the 
assimilation. 

Mr. Harrrson. Another 40 years? 

Mr. Matuews. Twenty-five to thirty years. 

Mr. Harrison. You do not believe it would take 100 or 200 years? 

Mr. Matruews. No, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. I am sorry, at the time Mr. Labadie was up here, 
I did not ask him the question. At the hearing on the Bosine reso- 
lution a year ago Mr. McMullen asked the question : 

I think your position was that the Government continue the supervision for 
as long a period as necessary to take the mineral resources of the land? 

Mr. LABADIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMUttLeNn. I think you said for a period of 100 or 200 years. 

Mr. LABADIE. One hundred years, perhaps somewhere over 100 years anyway. 

Mr. McMULLEN. Do you want the supervision continued as long as that holds? 

Mr. Lapapre. But the Osages are paying for all of it. It is not going to cost 
any taxpayers a dime. 

Is that correct, Mr. Labadie? 

Mr. Lasapre. Yes. We have many other minerals besides oil and 
oil has been the wealthy one and we have not concentrated on any- 
thing else yet. Now scientific methods have come in like water 


floodi ng. 
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Mr. Harrison. I would say under those circumstances and under 
the testimony just given I would say that the statement of willingness 
on your part for the tribe to pay its cost will be more pertinent than 
ever. 

Mr. Lapapie. That is correct. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Dave Ware. 

Mr. Ware. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am a 
member of the Osage Tribe Council. 

Mr. Chairman, first I would like to thank you and the entire com- 
mittee for giving the Osage Tribe a chance to come here and be heard. 
We certainly appreciate this very much. I know we have taken a good 
long while of your time and we fully appreciate it. 

We cert: ainly do, sir. 

I want to say that Congress, as far as I am concerned, have always 
been a friend of mine. Congress has befriended me all up and down 
the line. I received my certificate in the early twenties and Congress 
and the other people saw fit to take care of that for me and I have 
enjoyed it and today I want to thank you for protecting what you 
heard discussed here this morning, our head rights. I am no attorney. 
I live ona farm. There are things brought out here this morning— 
I think you fellows asked the questions, it was very well disc ussed 
with our Oklahoma delegation and others and the Indian people down 
there were disturbed and you have always been our friend. 

Congress has always been a friend of the Indians. We feel you 
are going to continue to be our friend. As far as I am concerned the 

resolut ion discussed here this morning I do not have any particular 

thing on the resolution except what the Osage Tribe has brought out 
this morning. You talked about making a study down in the Osage. 
Well, I am not against that. You are maybe going to direct some- 
one from the Interior Department. What I would like to see is the 
entire committee, I would like you gentlemen to come down in the 
Osage and sit with those people and go over it. We would like to 
have you come down there and make a study down there. I do not 
have any objection to your coming down. I would like to ask you 
to come down. We have had members from the Bureau over there 
but of course they would be new ones and we have had some down 
there. 

They continue to come down but I would like to see the entire com- 
mittee come and we extend you that. 

Mr. Harrison. We would like to visit all the reservations of the 
tribes in the country if we could. Unfortunately not only is our time 
limited here but the amount of money we have available for travel is 
very severely limited and we have to do the best we can on that 
amount. I have just straightened up here. You are a rancher. 

Mr. Ware. I live in the country. 

Mr. Harrison. How big a ranch? 

Mr. Ware. I am living on 40 acres. I lease other land. 

Mr. Harrison. How much? 

Mr. Ware. Close to 350 to 400 acres. 

Mr. Harrison. You are getting along all right there ? 

Mr. Ware. I am doing pretty good. 

Mr. Harrison. From you bac keround I would say you are well able 
to take care of yourself. 
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Educated in the public schools of Osage County. Is past president 
and member of the Osage County and ‘Southwestern Wolf Hunters 
Association ; served as vice chairman of the Oak State Game and Fish 
Commission from 1946 to 1950; served 4-year term as member of the 
Osage Tribe Council from 1938 to 1942. ~ 

Travels extensively through Southwestern States as a bench show 
judge. 

You have a good background. 

Mr. Ware. | was fortunate enough. Sure I keep a bunch of dogs 
and wolfhounds. I think most of the States here that I am asked to 
judge those and I enjoy that. 

That is my hobby. I do not know anything about golf. I enjoy 
those hounds. 

Mr. Harrison. You agree with the other members of the council 
regarding cost of operation of this trust fund which is for the benefit 
of your tribe, you agree with that? 

Mr. Ware. Yes, sir. I would like to have you come down and we 
would just love to show you over the county there and I think that 
you will get a pretty good picture of the Osage and you will be a 
guest of the Osage Tribe while you are there. 

Mr. Berry. What supervision does the Department have over you? 

Mr. Ware. What supervision 

Mr. Berry. The Indian Department ? 

Mr. Ware. I have my certificate. Iam a certificate Indian. 

Mr. Berry. How many are there?) The Department has no control 
over you at all? 

Mr. Ware. No; I am just like any other ordinary citizen. I enjoy 
the same rights as you or any other gentleman. 

Mr. Berry. You do not think the majority of the Indian people 
should have that privilege, you mean ¢ 

Mr. Ware. Sir, as pointed out awhile ago by Mr. Gray, there are 
some of our old members, real old people, that i would like to see you 
gentlemen protect those people. 

They are under the Department, they have not had any responsi- 
bilities and they are old and that is the reason I would like to see those 
people continue for awhile. If I could prevail on you to come down 
to Osage County you could see readily why I speak that. 

Mr. Harrison. One thing, I am sorry I did not have the question 
asked of some of the other members of the council, but I would lke 
to bring it to their attention at this time. It is something we should 
give consideration to, not only members of the council but members of 
this committee, the fact that the funds deposited with the Treasury 
of the United States are not tribal funds; they are individual funds 
belonging to the individual members of the Osage Tribe. 

I understand that some of the Osages who have those funds on 
deposit with the Federal Government are under the impression that 
these funds are > deposited 1 in private banks. 

As of July 22, 195 3, the balance of that account is $2.350.376.86 and 
the interest ie is $72,964.47. This fund draws interest at the 

rate of 5 percent pursuant to the act of August 1890, as amended in 
1938, and deposits consist of proceeds of sales of partitioned lands and 
original head payments. Funds may be withdrawn under certain 
procedures. 
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It seems that fund is too large to remain for the Federal Treasury 
to pay 5 percent on those funds and they probably should be deposited 
in some private depository where they can still receive the same 
interest. 

I bring that up for your consideration. I am not criticizing it 
because I think it is well within their rights in leaving it there. I 
do think in the overall picture that the Federal Government should be 
released from paying 5-percent interest on funds belonging to indi- 
vidual Indians coming from the sale of partitioned lands and other 
property. 

Thank you, Mr. Ware. 

Mr. Ware. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Ben Harrison. We will get another Harrison 
on the stand now. 


STATEMENT OF BEN HARRISON 


Mr. Ben Harrison. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
my name is Ben H. Harrison, a member of the Osage Tribal Council. 

I talked to a good many of my people before we came up here and 
what we were most fearful of is getting restrictions removed from our 
head rights. We think that if we try to form a trust or corporation 
there would not be but a very few years until the Osages would lose 
control of such a trust or corporation. 

As soon as these head rights get negotiable, we have every reason 
in the world to believe that there is a certain group of people living in 
Oklahoma who would seize on the opportunity to exploit our people 
and we feel that it would be one of the greatest difficulties and greatest 
disasters that ever happened to us. 

I am an original allottee and I take it from the testimony I heard 
this morning that the committee thought that every individual mem- 
ber of the Osage Tribe was a rich man. That is not so. My income 
per year is around $2,000. I am a married man with a family and 
I cannot live on that income. I am getting up in years. Since this 
water flooding has come along the future has begun to look brighter 
forme. We are very fearful of this resolution as to what legislation 
might follow. There is not much I can add to what has already been 
said, but I will be glad to answer any questions. 

Mr. Harrison. You have heard the testimony of the other members 
of the tribal council regarding payment of expenses and you concur in 
that ? 

Mr. Ben Harrison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. No further questions; thank you, Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. Mosier. 


STATEMENT OF JAMES MOSIER 


Mr. Moster. My name is James R. Mosier. My home is in Denver, 
Colo. 

I am an unallotted member of the Osage Tribe. 

Through inheritance I have received a head right and through the 
courts I have bought a head right. My wife is an Osage Indian; I am 
three-sixteenths, I believe is the degree of Indian blood involved. 
My wife is less than that. She is a 32d Indian. 
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Now the only interest I have in seeing any legislation that might 
affect our trusts is a selfish one. I will be honest. I would like to see 
this continued until we have a chance to get the benefits from our oil 
that we are now receiving under this new water flooding proposition. 
I am plenty capable of t: king care of myself. I have two children of 
Indian blood. The boy is an unallotted member of the tribe. He 
has received his certificate; I have received mine, my wife has re- 
ceived hers; she is an allotted member of the tribe. , 

My purpose and reason for coming here was I did not want to have 
disturbed this trust. I believe primarily that through the matter of 
this educational process, which the council has been fostering for some- 
time along with the fullbloods getting rid of the members that we will 
no longer be a tribe within a period of 25 to 30 years. That is my 
guess. 

I feel very strongly in this matter. My grandfather was a member 
of the Osage Counc cil, my father was interpreter for the tribe back in 
1906. When they had the original Allotment Act. I would like to 
express our appreciation for the time of the committee in hearing our 
matter and any consideration in the future along the lines of dissolv- 
ing this trust. I wish they would study it carefully and thoroughly 
before disrupting it and putting us in a position where it will cost 
us a tremendous amount of money to operate a corporation. 

Mr. Harrison. You have heard the testimony of the other witnesses 
regarding the payment of cost of the operation of this special trust. 
Do you agree with them? 

Mr. Mosier. Wholeheartedly, sir. With the continued supervision 
of the Government I feel it is no more than justified that our payments 
should be made, taken care of, the Government should not have to 
support our operation. 

Mr. Harrison. I appreciate that statement very much. Do you 
have any questions, Mr. Berry? 

Mr. Berry. No, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Thank you very much. 

Joe Pearson ? 


STATEMENT OF JOE PEARSON, OSAGE TRIBE 


Mr. Pearson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my 
name is Joe W. Pearson. I am an Osage Indian residing in Califor- 
nia. Iam one of the constituents of our good Congressman Doyle. I 
have met with him a time or two out there. 

I feel the same as the council, other members of the tribe, that we 
would be perfectly willing to pay all of our expenses, all of the admin- 
istration of our affairs, whatever it might be. I realize that if we lose 
the supervision and go into some program of our own, we could not 
exist, we would be out of the picture and lose this great wealth and we 
feel the Congress is morally obligated to us to a certain extent. They 
have given these extensions over a period of years since 1906 up to 
1953, and we really would have to have that trust to exist. 

I have had my certificate since 1921 and I still do own — of my 
allotment, but most of the things I had in mind to say have been stated 
by other members of the counc il and the other Osages but there is one 
thing I want to state. That is this. It is not because we are not 
competent to handle our own affairs through some corporation or 
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through some program. It is not that because I think we are per- 
fectly competent to do so but we just could not keep it, we just could 
not last. 

It would be taken from us. I think, as our good Congressman Doyle 
stated, of course he did not say he is a corporation lawyer but he is 
and he knows, and he stated we cou!d be unable to hold this mineral 
right without the trust of the Government, through any corporation 
or whatever, we just would not last. 

So I am here representing about 200 of the Osage Tribe living on 
the west coast mostly in southern California and we all feel the same. 

Mr. Harrison. Do you have a statement or certificate showing that 
you are their representative and those whom you represent ‘ 

Mr. Pearson. Well, sir, I do not have a certificate of any kind. 

Mr. Harrison. You realize that the committee cannot give any par- 
ticular emphasis to that unless we do have some definite statement for 
the record, I mean as to the representation of others? 

Mr. Pearson. I do not have anything in writing with me. Iam just 
stating that I do. 

Mr. Harrison. As an individual you are here for yourself? 

Mr. Pearson. Yes, sir. I do not have anything to show. 

Mr. Harrison. There are no questions. Thank you very much. 

We have Joe Cox, Fred Kenney, Lottie Pratt, and Boyd Jackson 
here. We just received a notice that all members are wanted on the 
floor. I do not want to cut anybody off. 

Mr. Michael Feighan has asked to be heard. 


STATEMENT OF HON. MICHAEL FEIGHAN, UNITED STATES 
CONGRESSMAN FROM THE STATE OF OHIO 


Mr. FreigHan. My name is Michael Feighan, Member of Congress, 
representing the 20th Ohio District. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I appreciate this op- 
portunity to speak to you and I will be brief especially since we, in- 
cluding myself, should be on the floor promptly. 

I would like to direct just a few remarks to what I consider to be 
a change in a policy which I think should be adhered to by our Con- 
gress. 

Referring directly to the resolution, I perhaps should confine my 
remarks to that portion of it which refer to the Osage Tribe because 
I am somewhat familiar with the tribe’s situation and know many 
of its members. 

With reference to these other tribes I will make no comment except 
this: If, as I understand, some of these tribes have expressed a desire 
to be relieved of Federal supervision and the Department of the In- 
terior and the Congress after complete and exhaustive study have 
found that that is the most desirable status, I see no reason whatsoever 
why Congress should not request the Department of the Interior to 
prepare legislation to accomplish that end. 

But with reference to this legislation it sets forth the sense of 
Congress that the Osage Tribe shall be relieved of Federal super- 
vision. Then it suggests or really gives a mandate to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior not to further investigate the propriety or ad- 
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visability of relieving the Osage Tribe from Federal jurisdiction 
but says: 

That they should report to Congress at the earliest practical date but not later 
than January 1, 1954, his recommendations for such legislation as in his judg: 
ment may be necessary to accomplish the purpose of this resolution. 

The purpose of this resolution, as stated, is an expression of the sense 
of Congress that the Osage Tribe should within the earliest practical 
date be relieved of Federal supervision. It does not give to the 
Department of the Interior any discretion or even ask their opinion 
as to what such legislation would be advisable. 

I feel Congress should have a complete study with re ‘ference to 
the adv isability of relieving the Osage Tribe of its Federal super- 
vision. 

do want to make this little statement with reference to one of 
the questions asked this morning. One of the gentlemen of the com- 
mittee asked why should an Indian be forced to go to the Interior 
Department to get permission to make some purchase or enter into 
some transaction? That is, as you know, a very common, ordinary 
occurrence in the courts of the land pursuant to guardianships which 
have been set up for people whom the courts feel they had supervision 
over. 

I feel myself that the Osage Tribe is doing a remarkable job toward 
assimilating themselves and integrating themselves and that we 
should do our utmost to help expedite the eventual release from any 
supervision or control by the Federal Government, but it really is a 
process of evolution and in that process I think the Osage Tribe has 
been very fast. 

I think it would be shirking a moral obligation if Congress would 
take the Federal control of this trust fund out from under the Osage 
Tribe. The economic situation that would obtain with reference to 
the members of the tribe, how the surface rights would be Suged 
is no problem in my mind, but the mineral rights have been held a 
a tenancy in common and I could conceive of a half century if neces- 
sary, if the mineral deposits would hold out that long, of litigation 
to try to determine the proper disposition of the royalties that would 
come from these mineral rights. 

That is all I have to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harrison. Thank you, Mr. Feighan. 

Do you have any questions, Mr. Berry? 

Mr. Berry. No, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Joe Cox. 


STATEMENT OF JOE COX, DELEGATE 


Mr. Cox. My name is Joseph Cox, a full-blood Osage. I appear 
as a delegate. I am not too much of a speaker so I will not take up 
too much time. 

What I want to say is I am very much opposed to this resolution 
where the Osages are included. I would like to see us released from 
that bill resolution. 

Mr. Harrison. You agree with the testimony of the other witnesses 
then ? 


Mr. Cox. Yes, sir. 


5 
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Mr. Harrison. You also agree that the costs of the operation of 
this special trust should be borne by the tribe; is that right? 

Mr. Cox. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Is there anything else you want to add? 

Mr. Cox. No. 

Mr. Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Cox. 

We appreciate your testimony. 

Fred Kenney. 

We do not want to hurry anybody but if you want to back up the 
testimony of the others you may say that. 


STATEMENT OF FRED KENNEY, OSAGE TRIBE 


Mr. Kenney. That is what I want to say. I do not have anything 
to add. 

Mr. Harrtson. What is your position, Mr. Kenney? Do you talk 
as a delegate ? 

Mr. Kenney. I guess as a delegate is what you would call it. 

Mr. Harrison. You agree with the testimony of the others? 

Mr. Kenney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. You agree that the cost of the operation of this 
special trust fund should be borne by the tribe as the other witnesses 
have stated ? 

Mr. Kenney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harrison. Thank you very much, Mr. Kenney. 

Mrs. Lottie Pratt. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. LOTTIE PRATT, PRESIDENT OF THE OSAGE 
ASSOCIATION, INC., HOMINY, OKLA. 


Mrs. Prarr. I am Lottie Pratt. Iam a full-blooded Osage Indian, 

Mr. Harrison. Do you want to read your testimony ¢ 

Mrs. Prarr. Parts of it. 

Mr. Harrison. You may proceed. 

Mrs. Prarr. The members of the Osage Tribe have for several years 
been aware that there was sentiment in Congress favoring the remov- 
ing of Federal supervision from the affairs of the Osage Indians, and 
other tribes. 

During the year 1952 this sentiment seemed to crystallize in the in- 
troduction of various resolutions calling for the investigation of the 
affairs of the tribes and the status of the — with a view of 
removing Federal supervision. During that year directives were 
issued by the Office of the Commissioner of Indian ‘Affairs addressed 
to the area directors and tribal superintendents, asking for informa- 
tion upon this subject. All of these directives stated that the opinions 
of the members of the tribe and groups of members were solicited 
upon the subject of the removal of said supervision. 

Acting upon this solicitation a group of members of the Osage Tribe 
who are one-half or more Indian blood, and as such classified as re- 
stricted members of the tribe, organized a corporation, which is duly 
incorporated under the laws of ‘the State of Oklahoma—and which 
is called Osage Association, Inc. 

It was not the intention of this group to cause any dissension in 
the tribe, but rather to provide a discussion center where the affairs 
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of the restricted members could be discussed and their ideas obtained 
upon the various problems which they have. 

Rather well-attended meetings have been held for several months, 
where the various problems and other matters of particular concern 
to the restricted group have been discussed. As a result of these 
meetings and discussions, the opinions of this group have been se- 
cured. To a considerable extent the various differences have been 
eliminated and we believe that the opinions hereinafter expressed are 
those entertained by the great majority of the restricted members of 
the tribe. The restricted group believes that for the purpose of ad- 
ministration, the members of the tribe must be separated into 2 groups, 
1 group composed of the unrestricted members of the tribe, and the 
second group composed of the restricted members. 

The basis for the division of the tribe in the manner suggested is 
purely financial. At present there are two types of financial resources 
being administered by the ¢ Jsage Agency, the first being the tribal re- 
sources consisting of mineral interests, tribal lands, and buildings. 
All members of the tribe, whether restricted or unrestricted, are con- 
cerned with the administration of these resources. 

The second classification is individual resources consisting of land, 
surplus funds, group securities, individual securities. 

Of the resources in this classification, it may be truthfully stated 
that approximately 80 to 90 percent is owned by the members of the 
restricted group. In the administration of these resources the un- 
restricted members of the tribe have little or no concern. In the ad- 
ministration of their own affairs during the past years, the unre- 
stricted members of the tribe have little or no concern. In the 
administration of their own affairs during the past years, the unre- 
stricted members have to a large extent disposed of all money and 
property which they received by virtue of their Osage blood, with 
the exception of their head-right interest, or interest in the mineral! 
reservation. The members of this organization, all members of the 
restricted group, are therefore primarily concerned with the admin- 
istration of the second classification of property. They feel this is a 
matter of their concern and is of no interest to other members of the 
tribe. 

Under present election regulations which provide that all mem- 
bers of the tribe shall have a vote in the election of members to the 
council, regardless of their amount of ownership in the mineral 
reservation, and regardless of the fact that they may be entirely 
without individual trust property, the restricted group has been 
placed in a position in which they have little or no voice in the 
administration of the affairs in which they are primarily interested. 

The present tribal council is composed of eight members and a 
tinsel chief. The chief and one member of the council are full- 
blood members of the tribe. The other 7 member members of the 
council are all mixed blood unrestricted members of the tribe, and, 
with 1 or 2 exceptions have disposed of all their Osage property 
except their head-rights. 

The council has no legislative authority but it does have consid- 
erable administrative authority, and as far as the general public is 
concerned, they are the spokesmen for the tribe. In other words, a 
group which ee no interest in the administration of the affairs 
of the group, is, for many purposes, their representative. 
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It might be well to state here that we are not appearing before 
this committee to urge it to make no changes in the administration 
of the affairs of the Osages. We think a number of changes are in 
order, and we shall briefly discuss those changes. 

We do not think that the restricted members of the tribe are 
ready for removal of Federal supervision, but we do think that 
changes can be made in the manner of supervision, which will ulti- 
mately result in the preparation of the restricted members to as- 
sume the management of their affairs. Among the changes we have 
in mind, are: 

We believe that a new governing body of the tribe should be 
provided for. It should be composed of 8 councilmen, 4 of whom 
should be restricted members of the tribe, of at least one-half Osage 
Indian blood; the other 4 should be unrestricted members. 

The chairman shall be a restricted member of at least one-half 
Osage Indian blood. 

The members of the board who are in the restricted group should 
be elected by the restricted members of the tribe. 

The members who are in the unrestricted group should be elected 
by the unrestricted members. The chairman should be elected by 
the restricted members. Decisions regarding the affairs of restricted 
members should be the responsibility and authority of the unrestricted 
members. Decisions regarding tribal affairs as a whole should be 
made by the entire Board, with the chairman authorized to cast the 
deciding vote in the event of a tie. 

The principal asset of the tribe as a whole consists of their mineral 
resources. Administration of these resources should be continued 
under Federal supervision. However, we are of the belief that the 
administration should be modernized and brought up to date and this 
department placed under the supervision of a qualified geologist. We 
believe that a man should be employed who can make surveys of the 
potential reserves and supervise the production from the Osage 
mineral reservation, and who can be sure that the various different 
structures are properly employed, and see that a full accounting is 
made to the tribe of the oil produced. 

The restricted members of the tribe own approximately 344,217 
acres. For a great many years they have, for all practical purposes, 
individually managed the leasing or rental of this property. The 
Osage Agency has acted to a large extent simply as a collection agency 
and central filing bureau. It is our unqualified opinion that the 
administration of the lands of the restricted members should be 
changed. 

No effort should be made at this time to remove the restrictions 
on the sale or mortgaging of these lands. 

Greater freedom should be given to the owners in the leasing of 
the property; and in this connection we believe that the Land “De- 
partment at the Osage Indian Agency, as it is presently constituted, 
can be entirely eliminated. 

At present there is in existence in Osage County another Federal 
agency, namely; soil and moisture conservation, which is a federally 
supported organization. It has three units which supervise soil and 
moisture conservation activities in three different districts in Osage 
County. We believe this agency should be utilized for giving the 
restricted members of the Osage tribe whatever assistance and guid- 
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ance they may need in the leasing of their lands. It is probable that 
the personnel of this organization, if it undertook this additional 
duty, would have to be increased somewhat. We believe that the 
increased needed personnel should be members of the Osage Tribe, 
and that their salaries would probably be an obligation of the tribe. 

With reference to the administration of the trust funds, surplus 
funds and securities owned by restricted members of the tribe, we 
do not feel that restrictions should be removed from the principal 
of these items. However, we do feel that the owners of these various 
assets should have greater freedom in the handling of the income re- 
ceived from these sources, and we are definitely of the opinion that 
some method should be contrived which will reduce the cost to the 
Osages of the administration of these assets. 

As to the trust funds, the Osages receive income therefrom at the 
rate of 5 percent, which is governed by treaty. We think the terms of 
the treaty should continue to be observed, but we think that the income 
from the trust funds could very well be sent by the General Disburs- 
ing Office directly to the individual owners without the intervention 
of an intermediate agency. 

We realize that there must necessarily be some continued adminis- 
tration of these assets. However, we think it can be done with much 
less expense than is now entailed. 

Some administrative agency must be continued so that those mem- 
bers of the tribe desiring to make unusual purchases or required to pay 
unusual medical bills, or items of that nature, may have a place to 
which they can go and obtain larger sums of money than their 
ordinary living expenses require. 

During the past a great many members of the tribe have received 
certificates of competency, and at the same time have been placed in 
possession of their individual assets. Almost without exception these 
instances have resulted in loss of their assets, or their spending by the 
owner receiving them. 

We do not feel that a thing like that should be forced upon those 
members of the tribe who are not fortunate enough to still have money 
and assets under Government supervision. 

The various resolutions which have been introduced have all called 
for an investigation of the affairs of the Osage Indian tribes. We 
agree with the investigative part of the resolutions. 

We think that congressional investigation should be made to deter- 
mine whether the suggestions for changes which we have made are 
proper and for the general purpose of determining whether the assets 
of the various tribes are being administered properly and as economi- 

cally as they should be. 

One of the first steps to bring about the foregoing suggestions would, 
of necessity, be the removal of the present superintendent of the Osage 
Agency at Pawhuska, Okla., a man with no conception of how the job 
should be handled, and we suggest that his successors be appointed 
with the approval of the restricted members of the Osage Tribe. 

Mr. Harrison. Are there any questions ? 

Mr. Epmonpson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask your—secure permis- 
sion from the committee at this time not to put into the record the full 
text of about 150 telegrams I have received including telegrams from 
Claude Carter, city manager, Pawhuska, Pawhuska Lions Club, and 
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many citizens of Oklahoma, but to put in the record the names and 
addresses of the persons who have sent these telegrams ? 

Mr. Harrtson. If it is agreeable, we can receive all telegrams for the 
files but not part of the record because of bulk. 

Mr. Epmonpson. Then I would like permission to revise and extend 
my remarks to list the names of the persons who have sent telegrams 


to me. 


Mr. Chairman, I will not burden this committee with the full text 
of nearly 150 telegrams which I have received on this subject, but the 
following are individuals who have sent telegrams to me requesting 
that the Osage Tribe of Oklahoma be excluded from Resolution 108: 


C. H. Carter, city manager, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 

Pawhuska Lions Club, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Barton D. Carter, 1313 North Boston, 
Tulsa, Okla. 

Warren F. Mackey, Tulsa, Okla. 

Ora E. Hendricks, Skiatook, Okla. 

Oliver Johnson, Skiatook, Okla. 

Jack Bockius, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Morton J. and Rosa L, Murray, Bartles- 
ville, Okla. 

Henry H. Ware, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Pear] Cheshewalla, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Mr. and Mrs. Harold Redcorn, Paw- 
huska, Okla. 

Fred D. Turner, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Mrs. Clara Wilson, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Theodore Rogers, Adant, Okla. 

Mark and Frank Ducoty, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 

Mae Firewalk Lassley, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Dave Pitts, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Lillie Franklin, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Delores M. and Charles E, Lookout, 
Pawhuska, Okla. 

Alva E. Carter, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Mary B. Webb, Hominy, Okla. 

Oscar Whitewing, Hominy, Okla. 

Katie Lee Bird, Hominy, Okla. 

Jessie McCarthy, Hominy, Okla. 

Josephine C. Walker, Hominy, Okla. 

Joseph Bird, Hominy, Okla. 


Mrs. Edna Tounsend Core, Hominy, 
Okla. 

Mary Louise Mashunkashey, Hominy, 
Okla. 


Bernard Kemohah, Hominy, Okla. 
Geraldine Martin, Hominy, Okla. 


Herbert Pitts, Ruth Robinson, and 
William Pitts, Hominy, Okla, 
Josephine Wahhresha Kipp, Hazel 


Lohah, and Rosa Lohah Jake, Hom- 
iny, Okla. 
Nora Woodring, Hominy, Okla. 
Jean Kemohah, Hominy, Okla. 
Charles M. Trough, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Emily Dunlap Rulo, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Dinnison F. Dunlap, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Wauneta Smith, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Julia Lookout Red Eagle, Hominy, Okla. 
Mrs. Frankie M. Day, Independence, 
Kans. 


Edward H. Moler, 1214 NW. 21st Street, 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 

Mr. and Mrs. Stephen and Boulanger 
Blulanger, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Mrs. Frances Clewien Labadie and Mrs. 


Charles W. Labadie, Bartlesville, 
Okla. 
Nancy Ware Anderson, Bartlesville, 
Okla. 


sartlesville, Okla. 
Wetzel, Ponca City, 


Julia Wells, 
Cora L. Lessert 
Okla. 
Grace 
Okla. 
Jessie Earl Jones, Charles H. Roan, and 
Clifford Crowe, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Mrs. Jack McGhee and Wesley D. De- 
noya, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Agie Martian Ware, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Andrew W. Siggins, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Curtis T. Revard, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Ocar Soumbly, Mary Otellu Trumbly, 
and Andrew Trumbly, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 
Alfred G. Murray, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Eva B®. Wheeler and Virginia McKen- 
zie, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Louis V. Lessert, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Mary W. Johnson, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Mrs. Minnie Johnson, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Charles Hickley, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Kathleen Scott Glenn, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Rose Mary Daniels, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Joseph Cox, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Hays Big Eagle, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Mr. and Mrs. George Easly, Padhuska, 
Okla. 
Mrs. Nettie Luttrell, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Gertrude F. Sraufe, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Leroy Logan, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Hosephine Jump, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Thomas A. Bellein, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Edna Keigley, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Inre Jefferson, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Claude Keigley, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Arthur Aaron Hunter, Pawhuska, Okla. 
sernice Roberts, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Grace Big Elk, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Homer Buffalohide, Agnes Buffalohide, 
Cephas Buffalohide, and Frank Pet- 
tus, Pawhuska, Okla. 


Lessert Freeman, Ponca City, 
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Tabe and Mary Pearson, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 
Minnie F. 
Okla. 

Ola Mae Simpkins, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Geneva Hardy Berssel, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Charles McDougan, Jr., Pawhuska, 
Okla. 

Walter Lessert, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Mary Stephens, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Holloway, Pawhuska, Okla. 

R. C. Freind, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Nellie Rubideau, Hominy Okla. 

Edna Baker, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Effie Michelle, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Josephine Choates, Pawhuska, Okla. 

sertha Saker, Pawhuska, Okla. 

The Zaroors, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Soderstrom Grocery, Pawhuska, Okla. 

William C. Rogers, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Vera Cottingham Harris, Pawhuska, 
Okla 

Duge Malone for Hub Clothiers, Paw- 
huska, Okla. 

Mary Harvey and Minie Harvey James, 
Bartlesville, Okla, 

Irene Bradshaw Luce, Skiatook, Okla. 

Angeline M. Allen, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Blanche Garrison, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Mrs. Gladys Crow, Bartlesville, Okla. 

W. ©. Schiotzhauer, Pawhuska, Okla. 

William Tayrien, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Mrs. Florence Parr, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Emelene Jones, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Clarence Mickels, Bartlesville, Okla. 

Betty Hicks, Bartlesville, Okla. 

John Kemohah, Hominy, Okla. 

Marie Muthess, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Molly Iron, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Sam Kennedy, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Tolson and Gathright, Pawhuska, Okla. 


Washabaugh, Pawhuska, 


Charles H. Lohah, Hominy, Okla, 

Ellen Hickey, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Frank Hickey, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Labin Miles, Jr., Marihmont Miles, and 
Clayton Omega Merger, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 

Mrs. John Pahmahmie, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Mildred Hickey, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Ann Black, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Nagella W. Green, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Robert A. Lessert, Ponca City, Okla. 

Franklin Revellette, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Joseph Lessert, Pawhuska, Okla. 

Rose E. Iradshaw, Skiatook, Okla. 

Ray Lessert, Ponea City, Okla. 

Mary Farrell Lessert, Ponca City, Okla, 


C. T. Lewallen, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Arthur and Bill Abbott, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 


Marion Augusta Petsomoie, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 
Ann Mikels and George F 
rien, Bartlesville, Okla. 
Frances L. Abbott, Hominy, Okla. 
Richard W. Luttrell, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Nancy V. Williams, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Fred Brewer, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Josephine Caudill, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Harry Long. Pawhuska, Okla. 
Arthur W. Michelle, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Lorenna Wood Glenn, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Robert L. Petsomoie, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Julia Proyor Burris, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Clarence Gray, Bartlesville, Okla. 
Stand Waite Woodwall, Skiatook, Okla. 
Neal Hill, Pawhuska, Okla. 
Bradshaw, Skiatook, Okla. 
George Ann Gray Robinson, Pawhuska, 
Okla. 
Joseph B. Abbott, Hominy, Okla. 
Joseph Jabine, Skiatook, Okla. 


Rose 


. Tay- 


Rose 
Scott 


Mr. Harrtson. All right. The telegrams including the ones here 
to Dr. Miller and myself without objection will be made part of the 
file and not part of the record. 


STATEMENT OF BOYD JACKSON 


Mr. Jackson. My name is Boyd J. Jackson, delegate for the 
Klamath Tribes, one of the delegates, and I had not planned on ap- 
pearing before this committee but since I have had I think the benefit 
of the Oklahoma State delegation running interference for the Osage 
delegation, I felt I ought to make sort of a sneak play here and get 
myself on record as going along with the delegation in asking that the 
Osage Tribe be dropped from the resolution and if the committee 
sees fit to drop the Osages from this resolution I would also ask that 
the Klamath Tribes be dropped. 

Now let me say further in support of my position that at the pre- 
vious session of Congress following the presentation of the Bosone 
resolution this delegation appeared before this committee then enter- 
ing their protest. 
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Now that brings us up to the present administration which, in the 
meantime, has changed, has made a change and I am just wondering 
whether this committee is asking the Secretary to make this overall 
investigation of tribes all over the United States and for that report 
to be tendered by January 1, 1954, as a move entirely beside the moves 
and records that have been kept up to the present time. 

Is this move to be entirely beside the point from the records kept 
up to this time? And, if so, the Secretary has a tremendous job 
ahead of him. In view of that thinking, I come to the conclusion 
this is the reason why the committee has seen fit to set out these 4 or 5 
special tribes that should be checked into. 

That is, if the thought is to follow through with the records as 
already compiled. I am rather disturbed over the language of the 
resolution which implies and rather emphasizes the language “it is 
the sense of Copgress.” Whether this directive means that the Sec- 
retary will be directed in his investigation and findings to recommend 
that certain tribes be terminated from Federal supervision that was 
not my previous understanding. 

My understanding had been that the investigations would be made 
of the various tribes throughout the Nation and recommendations 
made in accordance with the findings of the Secretary. 

Now if that understanding is true, then I should not feel too badly 
disturbed. 

However, if the language of the resolution as I take it is rather 
harsh, I then would feel that the intent is to pull the rug out from 
under my group and in other words, let us root, hog, or die. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Jackson, do you represent the “Klamath Tribes’ 
official — on that matter ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir. Only through indirect authority which 
provi ides to participate where our welfare and business could be 
involved. 

Mr. Harrison. You have been authorized by the Klamath Tribe 
to appear here and say that not only do you oppose the resolution 
as far as the Osages are concerned but you also oppose it as far as 
the Klamath Tribe is concerned; is that right? 

Mr. Jackson. I am not opposing this resolution only to the extent 
of the Osage Tribe being exempted. 

Mr. Harrison. You said you wanted the Klamath Tribe excluded, 
too ¢ 

Mr. Jackson. If you are going to exclude the Osages, I should 
like you to exclude the Klamath, too, but not to be understood that we 
do not look forward for termination of Federal supervision. 

Mr. Harrison. Isn’t that inconsistent with the testimony you, 
yourself, gave before the Indian Affairs Subcommittee regarding 
Klamath funds where you said you wanted the tribe to be free from 
Federal trusteeship / ¢ 

Mr. Jackson. That is another approach. 

Mr. Harrison. I do not conceive it. 

Mr. Jackson. Let me see if I can make myself clear. 

Mr. Harrison. Just a minute. What I want to oe is, Does your 
tribe want to be released from Federal wardship, or don’t you ? 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I thought I made endl clear par- 
ticularly on that point. We are in favor of withdrawing from the 
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Federal supervision on the step-by- -step basis or as fast as possible 
and the bill that you approved for me just the other day I think is 
along that line. 

Mr. Harrison. You might say, speaking for myself alone, that I 
did not have that understanding from you at the time that you and 
the other members testified and if I had had there might possibly 
have been a change from my attitude on the other bill. Iam not say- 
ing there would be because I would cooperate with you but your testi- 
mony here today is quite a surprise to me, quite opposite to the testi- 
mony you have given and quite opposite to the testimony I have re- 
ceived from the Klamath Tribe in the past. 

The members of the committee have always understood Klamath 
was always attempting to get out and we knew they were petitioning to 
get out from under Federal wardship. Now you lead me to believe 
that approach is erroneous and now say you want to take your time, 
you do not specify the time but I do not know how long you want to 
doitona step-by-step basis. 

Mr. Jackson. I am in full accord with the present trend of think- 
ing to withdraw from Federal supervision as fast as possible and I 
am not opposed to the resolution if it is designed to do what it says 
it plans to do but I do not want the rug to be yanked out from under 
us before we are ready. I say this since reports on H. R. 5715 in- 
dicate that the Department is considering legislation proposing to 
terminate Federal supervision over property and affairs of the Klam- 
ath Indians. That is my only point. And I do not want it under- 
stood that I support the stand of the Osage tribe who do not want 
Federal supervision terminated. And I do not want to jeopardize my 
good standing with this committee. 

Mr. Harrison. Thank you, Mr. Jackson. 

I think that concludes all of the testimony to be submitted here 
today. 

Mr. Wapr Crawrorp. Mr. Chairman, I may say that Mr. Jackson’s 
statement here is a complete surprise to me. I did not know he was 
going to say anything to this committee in regard to this Resolution 
i08. After the resolution was in print I showed it to him, talked to 
him about it, thought it was a resolution that fits the needs of the Klam- 
ath Indians and I told him and others that I thought it was a step in 
the direction that the Klamath Indians wanted and I appreciated 
the Congressman introducing the bill and it would put the Indians 
in Oregon in the same « ‘ategory as the other citizens of the State. Now 
I want to say that Mr. Jackson has no authority from the tribe to ap- 
pear before this committee in opposition to your resolution. Mr. 
Jackson was given the authority and direction the same as myself to 
support the withdrawal bill which will give every Indian a chance 
to take his place asa citizen of Oregon. 

Mr. Harrison. The one before the Judiciary Committee ? 

Mr. Crawrorp. H. R. 3402. 

Now Mr. Jackson and myself have asked the Congressman to 
introduce that bill and we are still for it 1,000 percent. 

Now the other bill that was introduced was H. R. 3403 which was 
substituted by 5715 which set up the lending agency under the State 
laws of Oregon. 
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Mr. Jackson was instructed to support that bill and that is the 
wishes of the Klamath Indians and the testimony I am giving now 
I can verify by the minutes of the council and by our executive 
committee. 

The next bill was H, R. 3404 which the council has asked to put 
the Indians under the State laws of Oregon in all criminal juris- 
dictions. The Klamaths in Oregon believe we should live under 
the same laws any other citizens of the State live under. At the 
present time we are in a no-man’s land. I want to clear the record 
and I do not want to confuse any member of this committee regard- 
ing our thinking and I want to be consistent about it until the 
council or our executive committee changes their minds about it 
but right up to this very minute they have not done that and I am 
not going to do it and I hope that the committee will go forw ard 
with our program that we have outlined and that we are not going 
to be wishy-washy and ask our Congressman, our Senator, to intro- 
duce a bill in our behalf and then on the spur of the moment 
through some testimony we might hear, vary from our program. I, 
just wanted you to know that as far as the record shows of our 
council and our executive committee Mr. Jackson has no right to 
appear in opposition to this resolution. 


KLAMATH INDIAN AGENCY, 
Klamath Agency, Ore., January 9, 1958. 
COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS : 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Srr: In line with the action taken by the general council at their regu- 
larly called special meeting of December 18, 1952, wherein Mr. Wade Craw- 
ford and Mr. Boyd J. Jackson were elected as delegates to represent the Kla- 
math, Modoc, and Yahooskin Band of Snake Indians in Washington, D. C., 
during the 83d Congress; the action of the executive committee taken at their 
regularly called meeting held on January 4, 6, 7; my letter of December 24, 
1952, and central-office wire of January 7, 1953, we are preparing travel 
orders for Mr. Wade Crawford and Mr. Boyd J. Jackson to proceed to Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Mr. Boyd J. Jackson is leaving here for Washington, D. C., by personal 
conveyance on January 9. Mr. Wade Crawford is leaving by train on Janu- 
ary 12. Both should arrive in Washington during the week of January 11-17. 

I, personally attended the general council of December 18 and the execu- 
tive-committee meeting of January 5, 6, 7 and do certify that the proceedings 
of both meetings were carried on in a regular and orderly manner; that all 
actions taken were within properly delegated authorities, and that the actions 
taken as reflected in the minutes are true and correct. 

The signed resolution covering the delegates’ authority is enclosed in dupli- 
cate. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) E. J. Drent, 
Superintendent, 


RESOLUTION 


Be it resolved, where there remains important unfinished legislative program 
inclusive of its enrolled members, and as follows: (1) Amendment to the 
Klamath Per Diem Act; (2) amendment to the Klamath Loan Fund Act; (3) 
transfer of law and order jurisdiction to the State of Oregon and repeal Indian 
liquor laws; (4) conservation of fish and wildlife; (5) voluntary withdrawal; 
(6) to grant to members of the Klamath Tribe as to cattle industry; (7) 
in addition to the reintroduction, the foregoing probable proposed new legisla- 
tion such as the closing of the Klamath tribal rolls by 1959, including legislation 
leading to the solution of inherited lands; and 

Further, settlement of inherited lands, tribal funds not subject to civil service, 
irrigation projects (reclamation), Indian allotments of timberlands, eliminate 
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the services to the Klamath Tribe by the Portland area office, and centralize all 
services to the Klamath Agency, also the transfer of al tribal funds to the 
Klamath Agency; and 


Further, to include the mineral deposits and the boundary question; 

And further, the superintendent shall request approval of authority for the 
delegates to proceed. The delegates shall be vested with powers to the extent 
as provided for under these authoritative instructions. The field of operations 
shall extend aside from the seat of the National Government to places war- 
ranting their attention where interest and the general welfare of the Klamath 
Tribe may be involved; 

Provided further, the salary and per diem paid shall be on such basis as estab- 
lished by the Klamath general council or its authorized representatives, under 
prevailing law, including transportation. 

Certification : 

We hereby certify that the above resolution was duly adopted by the Klamath 
tribal executive committee in a meeting at Klamath Agency, Oreg., on January 
6, 1953, by unanimous consent. 

(Signed) Drsson Cook, 
Secretary, Klamath Hrecutive Committee. 

(Signed) S. E. Kmx, 
President, Klamath Executive Committee. 

Mr. Harrison. I appreciate that very much, Mr. Crawford. I was 
puzzled. 

Mr. Crawrorp. I can see that and I am very sorry and I apologize 
for Mr. Jackson’s action. 

Mr. Harrison. The members of the committee worked so closely 
with you. 

Mr. Crawrorp. I know, Mr. Chairman, and others of the commit- 
tee have been very cooperative and tried to help us and have done 
everything possible to aid us in every way and we have had splendid 
cooperation and I do not want to let any other impression be given to 
this committee. 

Mr. Harrison. Thank you very much. That concludes the testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Jackson. May I be permitted to enter a written statement in 
support of my claim that I am officially representing 

Mr. Harrison. I would appreciate very much if you could support 
it because the members of this committee would be very much inter- 
ested because we have been proceeding for some time under an entirely 
different thought and we have been cooperating very closely with you 
and I remember your own testimony which would, at least, lead me to 
beliéve you were wholeheartedly behind that program in the past. 
If you have changed and the members of your tribe have changed I 
am glad to get the information and I know the members of the com- 
mittee will be glad to receive it and you may have permission to insert 
that into the record. 

Mr. Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harrison. I appreciate the witnesses appearing here. Not 
only myself but other members of the committee are sincere in our 
attempt to try to work out for the best interests of the American 
Indians their problems and there has been no intent at any time 
either in this resolution or any other bill or resolution adopted by this 
committee to do anything which would be injurious to our good 
American Indians. 

There has been a difference of opinion as to what the wording 
of the resolution would accomplish or what it would mean, but still 
again that is a difference of opinion. 

I want to go off the record on this. 
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(Discussion was continued off the record.) 

Mr. Epmonpson. Mr. Harrison and Mr. Berry, I would like to 
express my appreciation and that of my constituents who are here 
and all interested persons from Oklahoma for the very excellent and 
lengthy hearings you have afforded us on this point on such short 
notice. We deeply appreciate the consideration you have given to us. 

I think a great deal of helpful information has been secured and 
a great <leal in the way of help has been accomplished in the exchange 
of views here. J feel sure that the tribal council will be in com- 
munication with the Department of the Interior soon on the point 
of tribal costs, and may I add the statement that we think it would 
be a splendid gesture on your part if you could delete on this or from 
this the Osage Indians? 

Mr. Harrison. I rather imagine we will get together on that within 
the next few days. I do not want to do anything injurious to anyone. 
I have only acted here today as temporary chairman because Mr. 
Berry, at my right, was unable to be present this morning through 
a previous commitment and it was through his help and insistence that 
the hearing was held today. He is very much interested in your 
problems, and he expressed regret that he could not have been here 
to take over. So I am just substituting. 

Mrs. Prarr. What was the amount the tribal council agreed to 
take / 

Mr. Harrison. No particular amount, Mrs. Pratt. The testimony 
was that there was a $40,000 difference between the $300,000 which 
it cost to operate down there and the $260,000 which the Osages put 
up themselves, leaving a difference of $40,000 on that particular fund 
which was put up by the Federal Government. 

Outside of that there were no definite figures mentioned. As far 
as any accounting costs, it would be a matter of compilation and 
agreement between the tribal council and the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
as to what was fair, just, and equitable. They would have to sit 
down and say certain percentages or a certain amount should be 
allocated and would have to agree between them as to whether it was 
fair and just, and I suppose that would have to be submitted through 
the tribal council to members of your tribe for ratification and follow 
he usual procedure. 

I do not know, but I would assume that would be the way it would 
be handled. 

Mr. Prrrs. I would like to express my appreciation for your valu- 
uble time and everything given us and your patiently listening to us. 
We thank you again. 

Mr. Harrison. If there is nothing further, we will stand adjourned. 

(At 4:30 p. m. the subcommittee adjourned.) 


x 
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